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Executive Summary

Introduction

In spring 2012, the Connecticut State
Department of Education (CSDE), Bureau of
Special Education, conducted a statewide
survey of parents of students receiving special
education services, ages 3 through 21. The
statewide survey is the continuation of an
ongoing collaborative effort between he
Bureau of Special Education and the
Connecticut Parent Advisory Work Group to
collect information on family satisfaction and
DAOAT 006
education program. The 20112012 statewide
survey represents the seventh year of
distribution.

Survey Design and Distribution

The parent survey questionnaire includes 40
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special education program; 2) participation in
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transition planning for preschoolers and
secondary students; 5) parent training and
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improvement; and 3) trends across survey
years.

Areas of Strength

T

T

General SatisfactionThe majority (86.8%)

of survey respondents agreed that they are
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education program [Q1].

Child Participation: When asked if their
child has the opportunity to participate in

O EsBHodPspdhsoted dbtivites [QEA 6 B bf

parents agreed. In regards to PPT
participation, over 90% of parents of
secondary students agreed that the school
district actively encourages thei child to
participate in PPT meetings [Q32]. These
two statements received the most parents
to strongly agree across the 4dtem survey
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Child AcceptanceiVhen asked if their child

one-half (59.5%) strongly agreed [Q5].
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open-ended comment section at the end of the
survey allows repondents to comment on their
I OAOAT 1 A@PAOEAT AAO
education program.

The 2011-2012 survey was sent to a total of
6,143 parents of children receiving special
education services across 21 school districts.
Overall, 1,097 surveys were returned,
representing a response rate of 17.9%, with the
survey response rate by individuakchool
districts ranging from a low of 11.9% to a high
of 32.7%.A total of 516 surveys were returned
non-deliverable, representing 8.4% of the total
mailing. In three districts the nondeliverable
rate exceeded the survey response rate.

Key Findings
Keyfindings of the 2011-2012 parent survey

are presented according to the following three
themes: 1) areas of strength; 2) areas for

indicated that they have the opportunityto
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concerns[Q?Z2]; that they are encouraged to

give input and express their concerns at IEP

meetings [Q13]; and their concerns and

recommendations are documented in the
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addition, when asked if they are encouraged

to be an eqal partner in the
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89.0% agreed with this statement.
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ParentFriendly Materials and Processes:

Over 95% of parents agreed that they

understand what is discussed at meetings
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report is written in terms they understand

[Q16]. In addition, the overwhelming

majority of parents agreed that the PPT

meetings have been scheduled at times and



places that met their needs [Q17] and they available [Q38] and 31.9% did not know if
haveretAAEOAA A AT PU 1 £ OE A EsdchA EeEvorhéxiled) %0
within 5 school days after the PPT [Q20]

(92.6% and 92.3%, respectively). 9 Support for Extracurricular Activities When
asked if the school provides supports, such
9 Satisfaction of Specific ParentBarents of as extra staff, that are necessary for their
children with an intellectual disability, a child to participate in extracurricular
developmental delay, a speech or language activities [Q27], 24.0% of parents disagreed
impairment, or a specific learning disability with the statement and 15.0% indicated
tended to report higher levels of that they did not know.
satisfaction than other parents. In addition,
parents of children at the opposite ends of 9 Dissatisfaction of Specific Parent®verall,
the age spectrum (ages-® and ages 1&81) parents of children with an emotional
also tended to answer more positively. disturbance, multiple disabilities, and
ADD/HD tended © report lower levels of
Areas for Impraovement satisfaction than other parents. In addition,
parents of children ages 1314 also tended
9 Transition to Adulthood:Across three of the to respond less favorably than parents of
statements in the secondary transition children in other age groups.
section of the survey, almost 1 in 5 parents
of secondary students disagreed. This Survey Trends
included 18.2% of parents who disagreed
that outside agencies have been inviteth Overall, a very slight upward trend in parent
participate in secondary transition planning satisfaction has emerged across the seven years
[Q30], 19.4% of parents who disagreed that of the survey. However, the change has been
the PPT introduced planning for their incremental, with few (if any) substantial
AEEI A6O OOAT OEOQEIT T O1 Aifie@hcéstisiblefacrasd time. DiffereAcksAn
18.3% of parents who disagreed that the parent agreement were most evident in the
PPT developed individualized goals for transition planning section of the suvey where
their child related to employment/ 6 of the 7 statements had a difference of more
postsecondary education, independent than 5 percentage points from Year 1 to Year 7.

living and community participation [Q34].
9 Transition to Adulthood:More than 80% of

1 Parent Training:More than onehalf parents agreed that the PPT introduced
(57.9%) of parents disagreed when asked if DI ATTEIC &£ O OEAEO AEEI AdC
they have attended parent training or adulthood [Q31] in Year 7compared to
information sessions that addessed the 60.9% in Year 1, a difference of almost 20
needs of parents and of children with percentage points.
disabilities [Q35]. In addition, more than
one-third (33.9%) of parents disagreed 91 Course of Study at the High Schadlhen
when asked if these opportunities existed asked if the PPT discussed an appropriate
[Q@37] and more than onequarter (29.1%) course of study at the high school for their
did not know if such opportunities existed child [Q33], approximately 90% of parents

agreed inYear 7 compared to less than

9 Parent SupportApproximately two-thirds three-quarters (71.8%) of parents in Year 1,
(66.9%) of parents disagreed when asked if a difference of roughly 18 percentage
they are involved in a support network for points.

parents of students with disabilities [Q36].
In addition, more than onequarter (29.9%)
disagreed that a support network for
parents of studentswith disabilities is



Introduction

In spring 2012, the Connecticut State Department of Education (CSDE), Bureau of Special
Education,conducted a statewide survey of parents of students receiving special education

services, ages 3 through 21. The statewide survey is the continuation of an ongoing collaborative

effort between the Bureau of Special Education and the Connecticut Parentvistbry Work Group to
AT11AAO ET & O AGETT 11T #ZAITEI U OAOCEOEAAOGEIT AT A PA
program. The surveyis in its seventh yearwith the 2011-2012 survey markingthe first year of the

O O A €edoddb-year samplingplan developed as part of its IDEA Part Btate Performance Plan

(SPP).

This report summarizes findings from the 2QL1-2012 statewide survey and is organizednto seven
sections. Section | presents an overview of survey development and distribution, inding a brief
description of the survey design and the sampling methodology employed. Section Il includes the
survey response rate (overall and by district) and Section Il presents the demographics of survey
respondents. Findings from the survey analysiare provided in Sections IWII and include a
summary of overall responsesdifferences by demographicsa summary of operended comments
and differences across survey years.

District -level parent survey dataare reported in a supplemental district report which can be found
on the CSDE websité The district report includes quantitative data for all districts with 20 or more
survey responses 16 of the 21 school districtg 2

1 Districts were also emailed an individual report which included their quantitative data, as well as a summary of their op@mded
comments organized into satisfied and dissatisfied categories.

2The CSDE standard for confidentiality reporting prohibits districtlevel data from being publicly reported if fewer than 20 survey
responses are received from an individual district.



Section I: Survey Development & Diss emination
Background

In 2004-2005, the Connecticut State Department of Education disseminated the first annual

statewide Special Education Parent Survey. The objectives of the survey were to identify, from the
perspective of parents, areas of strengtii #1 11T AAOEAOOG6O OPAAEAI AAOAAOQEI
areas in need of improvement. The development and implementation of the survey was a

collaborative effort between the CSDE and the CT Parent Advisory Work Group.

Following the first year of the staewide survey, the U.S. Department of Education, Office of Special

Education Programs (OSEP) mandated that all states submit a-gixar State Performance Plan

j 300q O AOAI OAOA OEA OOAOAGO AmEml OO0 O1 EI BI AT AI
Disabilities Education Improvement Act (IDEA). The SPP guidelines required each state to establish

data sources and targets for 20 indicators, including SPP Indicator @ercent of parents with a child

receiving special education services who report that schoslfacilitated parent involvement as a

means of improving services and results for children with disabilitiesAs a result, the 20042005

statewide survey was modified to serve as the chief instrument for collecting parent involvement

data for SPP Indicato8 with survey item 12 serving as the primary measure for the indicator.

Sampling Design

As part of the OSEP directive, states were encouraged to use sampling in their efforts to collect

reliable and accurate parent involvement data. A complex sampling design (tvetage cluster

sampling with stratification) was developed to generate a siyear cycle for survey distribution to a

statewide representative sample of parent®f students with disabilities. In the first stage of the

OAi PI ET ¢ AAOGECi h OEA OOAOGAGO pow OAEIT I IsratEOOOEADOO
according to: 1)the number of special education students in the district and 2) the District

Reference Group (DRG) classification of the distrietA proportionate number of districts were

randomly sampled from each stratum to obtain an initial sample of 21 districts iR005-2006,

followed by a sample of approximately 30 districts per year thereafterDistricts were sampled

without replacement, ensuring that all districts received the survey just once over the-gear period

and that all 169 districts were surveyed by 200-2011.

The second stage of the sampling design is implemented annually and selects students from
districts chosen (in stage one of the sampling plan) to participate in the current year survey. The
number of students needed to obtain stable estimatest the district level is consideredand in most
districts, surveys are sent to all parents of students with disabilitieg. If a student sample is drawn
from a particular district, the students are stratified by school level (elementary, middle, or high
school) with the number of students randomly sampled at each level determined by
disproportionate allocation (-15%, +5%, +10%, respectively).

3 The original sampling plan stratified districts by ERGs (Educationd®erence Groups). In 200&he CSDE replaced the ERG classification
system with District Reference Groups (DRGs). DRGs are used by the state to group together LEAs with public school studesitaitar
socioeconomic status (SES).

4 During the first six years of the survey (20052011), surveys were sent to all parents of students with disabilities in 143 districts. A
sample of parents were surveyed in the 26 largest districts.



Survey Design

The CT Special Education Parent Survey questionnaire includé$ demographic items related to

OEA AEEI A8O AcCAh CAT AAOh OAAATAOET EAEOUh COAAAR b
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the past 12 months; and 3) one opeended itemredd OAET ¢ DAOAT 0086 1T OAOAI 1T A@b
special education. The parent survey items ask respondents to answer a series afatients in six

topic areas:

Satisfaction withmy chiAd © OPAAEAT AAOAAOQEI 1 Ol COAI

1 b
 Participation in developing and implementingmyAEET A8 O DOIT COAI
f MYAEEI AGO DAOOEAE R
9 Transition planning for preschoolers and secondary students

9 Parent training and support
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Respondents are asked to answer based on their experiences over the past 12 months orpai6t
Likert OA AT A OAl CET ¢ AOI Il o0oO0Oollclu ACOAASs O 0OO006O0I1 1 G
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requestfactual information from the respondent.

Survey Distribution

In May of 2012, surveys were sent tall parents of students with disabilities in19 of the 21 districts
participating in the seventhyear of the survey. Surveys were sent to a sample of parents (according
to the sampling design previously discussed) ithe two largest participating districts (New Britain
and Waterbury). The survey mailing included a letter of instruction (including directions for
completing the survey online), the survey questionnaire, an offer of informational materials from
the Connecicut Parent Advocacy Center (CPAC) and a business reply envelope.

Following the initial mailing of the survey questionnaire, a reminder letter was sent to each parent,
encouraging them to return their completed survey or to contact the external evaluatalirectly if
they had lost or needed a new questionnaire. All survey materials were printed and available
online in both English and Spanish(See Appendix E for the English version of the surveyThe
deadline for returning completed surveys was June 22, 2012.

Steps to Improve Survey Distribution

In year seven, changes were made in an effort to increase response rates and reduce mailing costs.

The first was the pilot of an online survey. Thisd A0O6 O OOOOAU 1 AEI ET ¢ POl OEAA,
unique identification code for accessing the survey electronically (parents with more than one child

receiving special education services received an ID number for each child). Parents who lost their

unique IDT © AT AT 01 OAOAA OAAET EAAI DOT Al AT 6 AOOET ¢ OEA
toll free phone number for assistance. Close to one in five parents completed the survey online (see
page 5 for the overall and per district online response rates). gecond change made in

conjunction with the new online option z was to replace the more traditional stamped return

envelope with a business return envelope so that postage costs would only be incurred on those
surveys returned via traditional mail. OtherAEAT CAO ET A1 OAAA AAAET ¢ OE
DAOAT O ET & Oi AGETT #&01i1 OEA #4 30A0OA $APAOOI A
mailing; sending of followup correspondence, developed by the CT Parent Advisory Work Group,
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to participating districts with specific options to consider for increasing the response rate; and
revision of the Spanish survey materials to ensure the content was readily accessible to Spanish
speaking parents, including the availability of CSDE and CPAC representativéswould answer
guestions in Spanish.

Confidentiality

The external evaluation team ks worked closely with the CSDE and the Parent Advisory Work
Group since the first year of the annual statewide survey to ensure the confidentiality of all student
level data. Student names and mailing addresses areqvided to the external evaluatorand a
unique confidential identification number is assigned to each potential survey respondent. This
confidential system facilitates the reporting of districtlevel data,which is mandated by federal
reporting requirements, while ensuring that no individual in the schools or districts can link a
parent to his or her survey response Confidentiality edits are applied to districtlevel data if fewer
than 20 survey responsesre received from an individual district or if five or fewer parents

respond to a particular survey item.

Strengths and Limitations

The audience for this report includes parents, district personnel, CSDE staff and other stakeholders
interested in specialeducation outcomes in Connecticut. Its purpose is to provide an informative
summary of the broad views and opinions of a select group of parents of students with disabilities.
The data presented here offers stakeholders the opportunity to generate hypatkes and explore
potential causal relationships that could be compared with results from other data sources.
However, this report is not meant to be a technical report and does not include a comprehensive
statistical analysis of the survey data. As suctaution should be used in making inferences about
the statewide special education population. (Further discussion regarding the representativeness
of the sample, norresponse bias and measurement error is provided in Appendix A.)



Section II: Survey Response Rate

The 2011-2012 survey was sent to a total 06,143 parents of children receiving special education
servicesacross21 districts. The overall survey response ratewas 17.9% (n=1,097), with the
response rate by district rangingfrom a low of 11.9% in the New LondonSchool District to a high of
32.7% in the Ashford School District. A total 05616 surveys were returned nondeliverable,
representing 8.4% of the total mailing. In three districts the non-deliverable rate exceeed the
survey response ate z the Waterbury School District(14.8% compared t013.4%), the New Britain
School District(17.3% compared to 2.3%), and the New London School District (22% compared
to 11.9%).

Table II.1: Survey Response Rate by District

Of Surveys Received:

Surveys SurveysReceived | | In_ | With Surveys Returned
District Sent y Online In . Wit Non-Deliverable
Spanish Comments

n % % % n %

Ashford 55 18 32.7% 11.1% 5.6% 55.6% 7 12.7%
Westbrook 87 26 29.9% 23.1% 0.0% 50.0% 2 2.3%
Orange 138 40 29.0% 25.0% 0.0% 35.0% 1 0.7%
Lebanon 143 41 28.7% 19.5% 0.0% 41.5% 5 3.5%
North Stonington 82 23 28.0% 17.4% 0.0% 17.4% 4 4.9%
Andover 25 7 28.0% 28.6% 0.0% 71.4% 1 4.0%
Canton 170 47 27.6% 25.5% 0.0% 46.8% 2 1.2%
Preston 93 22 23.7% 31.8% 0.0% 40.9% 1 1.1%
Sharon 30 7 23.3% 14.3% 0.0% 28.6% 2 6.7%
Windsor 581 126 21.7% 22.2% 0.8% 34.9% 12 2.1%
Madison 379 7 20.3% 19.5% 1.3% 58.4% 4 1.1%
Shelton 571 110 19.3% 12.7% 3.6% 46.4% 13 2.3%
Easton 86 16 18.6% 37.5% 6.3% 56.3% 0 0.0%
Derby 151 28 18.5% 3.6% 3.6% 28.6% 11 7.3%
Wilton 496 88 17.7% 29.5% 0.0% 34.1% 6 1.2%
Chester 40 7 17.5% 14.3% 0.0% 42.9% 0 0.0%
East Lyme 357 61 17.1% 21.3% 0.0% 47.5% 12 3.4%
Killingly 396 63 15.9% 11.1% 1.6% 30.2% 32 8.1%
Waterbury 850 114 13.4% 7.0% 13.2% 26.3% 126 14.8%
New Britain 782 96 12.3% 14.6% 16.7% 36.5% 135 17.3%
New London 631 75 11.9% 6.7% 24.0% 33.3% 140 22.2%
Unknown -- 5 -- 20.0% 80.0% 20.0% -- --

Total 6,143 1,097 17.9% 17.4% 5.7% 38.7% 516 8.4%

Note: Districts have been sorted in descending order based on their response ratéhe 5 unknown surveys were returned without a
district code.



Section Ill: Demographics

The following tables include the demographic characteristics of students with disabilities as
reported by survey respondents A comparisonto the demographic characteristics of students with
disabilities in the statewide population can be found in AppendipA.

Table 111.1: Race/Ethnicity

Child's Race/Ethnicity n Percent
White not Hispanic 681 65.8%
Hispanic 188 18.2%
Black not Hispanic 129 12.5%
Asian/Pacific Islander 23 2.2%
Am. Indian/Alaskan Native 14 1.4%

Table 111.2: Age
Child's Age n Percent
3to5 100 9.2%
6to12 549 50.6%
13to 14 151 13.9%
15to 17 202 18.6%
18to 21 84 7.7%
Table I11.3: Grade Level
Child's Grade Level n Percent
Preschool 78 7.3%
Elementary 430 40.4%
Middle 280 26.3%
High 239 22.4%
Transition 38 3.6%

Table 11l.4: Gender

Child's Gender Percent
Male 734 67.5%
Female 353 32.5%




Table II.5: Type of Placement

Child's Type of Placement Percent
Public School 978 90.6%
Out-of-District Special Education School 62 5.7%
Private/Parochial 11 1.0%
Residential School 5 0.5%
Hospital/Homebound 2 0.2%
Out-of-State 1 0.1%
Other 21 1.9%

Note: @therdincludes magnet school (n=8)clinical day program (n=2), ARC
transition program, charter school compkte transition, Horizons program
in-district special education school, PT home school, therapeutic school and
transitional center.

Table 111.6: Disability

Child's Disability Percent
Specific Learning Disabilities 294 27.6%
OHI- ADD/ADHD 237 22.2%
Autism 228 21.4%
Speech or Language Impaired 179 16.8%
Multiple Disabilities 73 6.8%
Intellectual Disability 61 5.7%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 53 5.0%
Developmental Delay (ages-3 only) 50 4.7%
Emotional Disturbance 48 4.5%
Hearing Impairment 23 2.2%
Visual Impairment 17 1.6%
DeafBlindness 9 0.8%
Orthopedic Impairment 7 0.7%
Traumatic Brain Injury 7 0.7%
Don't Know 23 2.2%
To Be Determined 15 14%
Total Selected 1324 -

Note: Survey respondents were asked to select one disability; howevérd4
respondents chose multiple disabilities for their child. The percentages included
above are based on the number akespondentswho answered this question
(n=1,067) and therefore do not add up to 100%.



Section IV: Summary of Survey Responses

Thefollowing section provides an overall summary of survey responses presented according to the

six topic areas on the survey questionnag. All response tables includd  afabwhich aggregates

the number of parents to selecstrongly, moderatelyand slightly in the respective

OACOAEOAKQOAAG AAOACI OEAOS AEAOA OAODPI T OA AAOGACI O
clear comparison of parent responses both within and across different topic areas of the survey.

The total number of respondets (n) provided for each survey statement includes only those
parents who selected a response other thanot applicable All percentages are based on this
number and not on the total number of parents to complete the survey. The number of parents to
respond to each statement varied considerably across the 46em survey, most notably on
statements regardinglength of the school dayQ3, Q4] translation services[Q21, Q22]and
transition planning [Q28-Q34]. This variation should be considered when compang results across
individual statements in order to provide the appropriate context forinterpreting survey findings.
(See Appendix Bfor an overall survey response table which includes all data presented in this
section.)

SAOEOZAAQEIT xdalE -U #EEI ABO 00
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x EOE - U # EE IséedTabledIVRam Ivad. Qverall, there was a high level of

agreement to this section of the survey

 The majority (868%Q I £ OOOOAU OAOPI T AAT OO ACOAAA OEAO O
overall special education program [Q1] Approximately one-half (45.1%) of parents
strongly agreedwith this statement, slightly less than the other statements in this section of
the survey.
Tablelv.ld, 3 AOEOZAAOQEIT xEOE -U #EEIA8O 001 COA

Agree

ST | MD  SL Total |

Note: + Not a response option for this survey item ST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disage categories.

1 The highest level of agreemenin this topic areawas 93.1% of parents who agreed that they
have the opportunity to talk totheir child's teachers on a regulabasis[QZ2]; followed by
91.5% of parents who agreed that their childs accepted within the school communityQ5].
For both statementsthe majority of parents chosethe strongly agreerating [62.7% and
59.5%, respectively]



TablelV.2d, 3AOEOZAAAOQEI T xEQgeontnled# EET A6O 001 COAI

Disagree Don't

SL MD ST  Total | Know

| have the opportunity to talk to my
child's teachers on a regular basis
to discuss my questions and
concerns.

3. -U AEEI A80O OAEII
shortened to accommodate his/her | 318 | 20.8% | 11.0% | 8.8% | 40.6% | 4.7% | 4.4% | 50.3% | 59.4% °
transportation needs.

4. My child has been sent home from
school due to behavioral difficulties | 480 | 11.0% | 4.0% 6.3% | 21.3% | 3.8% | 3.5% | 71.5% | 78.8% °
(not considered suspension).

5. My child is accepted within the 1,063 | 59.5% | 23.0% | 9.0% | 91.5% | 2.9% | 3.0% | 2.5% | 85% | °
school community.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" catmies.

1,087 | 62.7% | 20.8% | 9.6% | 93.1% | 3.1% | 2.0% | 1.7% | 6.9% °

1 Approximatelywrtb T £ DAOAT OO ACOAAA OEAO OEAEO AEEI A8

AAAT T TTAACETTO AT A 1 1TAEEEAAQET T CPardnwiréd AEAAOAA
slightly less likely to agree (§.2%) that general educaion teachers make the

AAAT T 1T AACETTO AT A I 1TAEEAEAAQCEITO 11T OEAEO AE
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implemented (86.1%) [Q11].

Table IV.3: Satisfaction with - U # EE1 A8 Qcoftiduedc OA |

CT Special Education Parent Survey ltem  n —%

SL MD ST Total
6. -U AEEI A80 )1 AEO

Program (IEP) is meeting his or her | 1,084 | 45.8% | 28.8% | 10.1% | 84.7% | 4.8% | 4.0% | 6.2% | 14.9% | 0.4%
educational needs.

7.  All special education services
EAAT OEEZEAA ET i U|1,082|535% | 243% | 7.9% | 85.7% | 44% | 3.6% | 4.3% | 12.3% | 2.0%
been provided.

8.  Staff is appropriately trained and
AAT A O DOl OEAA | 1,088 | 52.8% | 24.2% | 8.8% | 85.8% | 4.2% | 2.8% | 5.7% | 12.7% | 1.5%
program and services.

9. Special education teachers make
accommodations and modifications | 1,071 | 59.5% | 22.8% | 7.8% | 90.1% | 3.1% | 2.1% | 3.0% | 8.1% | 1.8%
as indicated on my child's IEP.

10. General education teachers make
accommodations and modifications | 1,012 | 50.7% | 26.0% | 10.5% | 87.2% | 3.5% | 3.6% | 3.6% | 10.6% | 2.3%
as indicated on my child's IEP.

11. General education and special
education teachers work together
to assure that my child's IERs
being implemented.

Note: ST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the resptve "agree"/"disagree" categories.

1,021 | 53.6% | 23.3% | 9.2% | 86.1% | 3.3% | 3.5% | 4.2% | 11.1% | 2.8%




OAOOEAEDPAOGEIT ET $AOGAITTPEIC AT A )YiplAi AT OET C -U #

As discussed previously, the CSDE is required to report in its annual submission of the State

OAOA&I Of ATAA 01 AT j300q AOGEAATAA 1T &£ OAEIT1 AEOOOEA
area of special education. Survey item Q12 (referred to amdicator 8 in the SPP) is used as the

primary measure of this effort.

. Themajority (88.0%) of survey respondents agreed that administrators and teachers in
OEAEO AEEI AGO OAEITIT AT AT OOACA DPAOAT O ET O1 1 OAI
for children with disabilities, andmore than one-half (53.7%) strongly agreed [Q12]5

TablelV.4, OAOOEAEDPAOGEITT EIT $AOGAITTPETC AT A )ibpi Al AT OE

CT Special Education Parent Survey Iter{ n Agree Disagree

MD | SL | Total MD
12. In my child's school, administrators
and teachers encourage parent
involvement in order to improve 1,077 | 53.7% | 22.7% | 11.6% | 88.0% | 4.0% | 2.8% | 5.2% | 12.0% °
services and results for children
with disabilities.
Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.

Additional survey statements in this topic area asked respondents about the IEP/PPT process, )
OOAT O1 AGETT OAOOGEAAO AT A (ouchalt Derdvasd higidlevel &1 AOOOT T i
agreementacross these statements. More than 90% of parents agkwith 8 of the 11 statements

andthe majority (ranging from 52.7% to 69.4%)of parents strongly agreed with all 11 statements
(see Tables V.5 and IV.6)

' The highest level of agreement wa85.3% of respondentswho agreedthat they understand
whatis disdOD OOAA AO 1 AAOET ¢cO OIi[QiAAMdvk thanbvo-thiEdS EO AEET A
(67.7%) of these parents strongly agreedwith this statement.

Qu

TableIV.5d, O0AOOEAEDPAOGEIT EIT $AOAITPET C Ailzédontndedi Al AT OET C

Agree Disagree
CT Special Education Parergurvey ltem : 2

ST MD | SL | Total ST

13. 1 0 1 AAGET cO O A
Individualized Education Frogram
(IEP), | feel encouraged to give
input and express my concerns.

14. 1 understand what is discussed at o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
i AAOET CO 01 AAOA 1,084 | 67.7% | 20.8% | 6.7% | 95.3% | 2.2% | 1.1% | 1.4% | 4.7%

1,082 | 66.1% | 18.2% | 7.6% | 91.9% | 2.8% | 1.8% | 3.6% | 8.1% °

15. My concerns and recommendations
are documented in the 1,078 | 59.7% | 21.8% | 9.6% | 91.2% | 3.2% | 2.4% | 3.2% | 8.8% °
development of my child's IEP.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=g}htly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.

5 This percentage meetshe target of 88.0% set by the CSDE in the State Performance Plan for the 22012 school year.

10



CT Special Education Parent Survey Ite

16.

1 The smallest majority of respondents to agree with survey items in this sectionere the
85.2% of parents who agreed that the school district proposed the regular classroom as the
first placement option for their child [Q23]. However, despite this slightly lower agreement,
almost two-thirds (62.3%) of parentsstrongly agreedwith this statement.

Tablelv.ed, 0AOOEAEDAOEITT ET $AOAITTPET C Alzéonthdeddl Ai AT OET C

Disagree Don't

i ST __MD_|_SL_ Total | _SL__MD__ ST | Total |Know

My child's evaluation report is 1,086 | 57.6% | 24.8%  10.6% | 92.9% | 2.7% | 1.6% @ 2.9% | 7.1%
written in terms | understand.

17.

Planning and Placement Team

(PPT) meetings for my child have | 4 nac | 67 104 | 10.30% | 6.3% | 92.6% | 2.8% | 1.6%  3.0% & 7.4% | °
been scheduled at times and places

that met my needs.

18.

'O iU AEEI AGO 00
proposed programs and services to | 1,075 | 52.7% | 22.9% | 11.3% | 86.9% | 3.9% | 3.2% | 6.0% | 13.1% °
i ARG iU AEEI AGO |

19.

7TEAT xA EI DI AT AT |

| am encouraged to be an equal 1,076 | 55.5% | 22.2% | 11.3% | 89.0%  5.0% | 2.4%  3.5% | 11.0% °
partner with my child's teachers

and other service providers.

20.

) EAOA OAAAEOAA |
IEP within 5 school days after 1,076 | 69.4% | 17.6% | 5.3% | 92.3% | 3.0% | 1.4% | 33% | 7.7% °
the PPT.

21.

If necessary, a translator was 174 | 66.7% | 19.5% | 6.9% | 93.1% | 1.1% | 1.1%  4.6% | 6.9% | °
provided at the PPT meetings.

22.

The translation services provided at
the PPT meetings were useful and 179 | 60.3% | 26.3% | 6.1% | 92.7% | 2.2% | 1.1% | 3.9% | 7.3% °

accurate.

23.

The school district proposed the
regular classroom for my child as 955 | 62.3% | 17.1% | 59% | 85.2% | 1.0% | 1.6% | 6.6% | 9.2% | 5.5%

the first placement option.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respee® "agree"/"disagree" categories.

-U #EEI AGO O0AOOEAEDPAOEI I

Yyl OEEO OAAOQEIT 1T &£ OEA OOOOAUh DPAOAT OO OAOGDI T AAA
to participate in school and community sponsored activitiegsee Table IV.7)

1 Across all40 survey statements, respondents were most likely to agree that their child has
the opportunity to participate in school-sponsored activities [Q24]. The overwhelming
majority (96.8%) of parents agreed with this statement and more than thregjuarters
(82.7%) of these parentsstrongly agreed In addition, 91.8% of parents also agreed that
their child has the opportunity to participate in extracurricular activities with children
without disabilities [Q25].
T (1T xAOBAOh xEAT AOEAA E A& sOfpditE SuchfagdxttaAtaffGhat@@ ET T 1 DO
necessary for their child to participate in extracurricular school activities [Q27], close to
one-quarter (24.0%) of parents disagreed with the statement, and 15.0% of parents did not
know if such supports are availake.

11



CT Special Education Parent Survey Ite ‘ ‘

TablelV.7d - U #EE]I A80 O0AOOEAEDPAOEI T

Disagree ‘ Don't
| ST MD  SL_Total | SL _MD _ ST | Total | Know
My child has the opportunity to
participate in schoolsponsored
activities such as field trips, 1,050 | 82.7% | 10.4% | 3.7% | 96.8% | 0.6% | 0.7% | 2.0% | 3.2% °
assemblies and social events
(dances, spors events).

25.

My child has the opportunity to
participate in extracurricular school
activities such as sports or clubs
with children without disabilities.

975 | 74.8% | 11.5% | 5.5% | 91.8% | 1.8% | 0.8% | 55% | 8.2% °

26.

My child has been denied access to
non-school sponsored community 667 | 6.7% | 4.0% | 4.0% | 14.8% | 4.8% | 4.6% | 75.7% | 85.2% °
activities due to his/her disability.

27.

-U AEEI A8O OAEIT T
such as extra staff, that are
necessary for my child to
participate in extracurricular school
activities (for example, clubs and
sports).

625 | 38.2% | 15.0% | 7.7% | 61.0% | 3.7% | 4.5% | 15.8% | 24.0% | 15.0%

Note:

+ Not aresponse option for this survey item.ST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.

Transition Planning

In the transition planning section of the survey, parents responded to statements focused on their
AEEI A6O OOAT OEOETT O1T BDOAOAETTI1 h APakentOvkrA dsked A OU
to answer the transition questions only if their child had transitioned from early intervention to

preschool in the past three years [Q28] or if theichild was age 15 or older at his or her last PPT

meeting [Q2-Q34]. The agespecific nature of transition planning naturally restricts the number of
parents for which questions of this type are applicable and as a result, considerably fewer parents
answered statements in this section (see Table 1V.8)

1 The majority (89.0%) of parents agreed that they were satisfied with the transition
activities that took place when their child left Birth to Three [Q28] and 85.5% of parents
were satisfied with the secondarnytransition services provided for their child [Q29];
although parents were more likely tostrongly agreewith the Birth to Three statement
(61.0% compared to 44.3%).

9 Across the seven items in this section, parents were most likely tgree that the school
district actively encouragestheir child to attend and participate in PPT meetings [Q32]
More than 90% of parents agreed with this statement and more than threguarters
(75.8%) of these parentsstrongly agreed

9 In contrast, almost onefifth of parents disagreed when asked if the PPT introduced
Pl AT 1T ET ¢ Al ténsiddd fb Bddithdo& [R31Ai6t® PPT developed individualized
goals for their child related to employment and postsecondary education, independent
living and community participation [Q34]; and whether outside agencies have been invited
to participate in secondary transition planning [Q30].

12



Table 1V.8: Transition Planning

CT Special Education Parent Survey Item ‘ Agree Disagree P
ST MD | SL Total | SL MD ST  Total | Know

(Onlyanswer Q28 if your child has transitioned froearly |ntervent|on @Birth to Three) to Preschool in the past 3 yeajs

28. | am satisfied with the school
district's transition activities that 218
took place when my child left
Birth to Three.

(Onlyanswer Q29034 if your child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT m

29. | am satisfied with the way
secondary transition serviceswvere 228 | 44.3% | 27.2% | 14.0% | 85.5% | 3.1% | 53% | 6.1% | 14.5% °
implemented for my child.

30. When appropriate, outside agencies
have been invited to paricipate in 181 | 34.8% | 20.4% | 10.5% | 65.7% | 5.5% | 3.3% | 9.4% | 18.2% | 16.0%
secondary transition planning.

31. The PPT introduced planning for my
child's transition to adulthood.

32. The school district actively
encourages my child to attend and 265 | 75.8% | 13.6% | 3.4% | 92.8% | 1.5% | 1.9% | 3.8% | 7.2% °
participate in PPT meetings.

33. The PPT discussed an appropriate
course of study at the high school for| 253 | 57.7% | 22.9% | 9.5% | 90.1% | 3.6% | 1.6% | 4.7% | 9.9% °
my child.

34. The PPT developed individualized
goals for my child related to
employment/postsecondary
education, independent living and
community participation, if
appropriate.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.

61.0% | 19.7% | 8.3% | 89.0% | 1.8% | 2.3% | 6.9% | 11.0% °

217 | 41.9% | 29.5% | 9.2% | 80.6% | 6.0% | 3.2% | 10.1% | 19.4% °

241 | 46.9% | 23.2% | 11.6% | 81.7% | 3.7% | 6.2% | 8.3% | 18.3% °

Parent Training and Support

In this section, mrents were asked to respond to a series of four survey statements regarding their
experiences withparent training and support. Compared to earlier topical areas of the survey,
parents were more likely todisagreewith items in this section, while a considerable percentage
also indicatedthat they did not know if suchopportunities are available (see Table IV.9)

1 When askal if they attended parent training or information sessions that addressed the
needs of parentsand of children with disabilities [Q35],57.9% of survey respondents
disagreed In addition, approximately one-third (3 3.9%) of parents reported that their
AEEI1 A d dstricxt Aded nbt provide these opportunities and more than one-quarter
(29.1%) of respondents did not know whether such opportunities existedQ37].

1 Similarly, 66.9% of respondents disagreedvhen asked ifthey are involved in a support
network for parents of students with disabilities[Q36]. Almost one-third (29.9%) of
parents reported that there is no support network available to themand 31.9% did not
know if such anetwork is available[Q38].

13



Table IV.9: Parent Training and Support

CT SpeciaEducation Parent Survey Item| n | 9= | Disagree

SL

35. Inthe past year, | have attended
parent training or information
sessions (provided by my district, | 577 | o5 505 | 9206 | 7.4% | 42.1% | 5.9% @ 6.2% | 45.8%  57.9% °
other districts or agencies) that
addressed the needs gbarents and
of children with disabilities.

36. |lam involved in a support network
for parents of students with
disabilities available through my
school district or other sources.

659 | 16.2% | 8.8% | 8.0% | 33.1% | 5.9% | 7.7% | 53.3% | 66.9% °

37. There are opportunities for parent
training or information sessions

regarding special education 882 | 18.0% | 10.2% | 8.7% | 37.0% | 4.5% | 5.0% | 24.4% | 33.9% | 29.1%
DOl OEAAA AU 1U A
district.
38. A support network for parents of
students with disabilties is 889 | 10.7%  10.8% | 7.6% | 38.1% | 3.8% | 4.9% | 21.1% | 29.9% @ 31.9%

available to me through my school
district or other sources.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly;MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.

-U #EEIAGO 3EEIIT O
In the final section of the survey, parents were asked to respond to two statements regarding the

skills that their child is acquiring in school.Parentsexpressed aigh level of agreementwith both
of the statements.

1 Themajority (86.9%) of respondents agreed that their child is learning skills that will
enablehim/her to be as independent as possible [Q39imilarly, 86.8% of respondents
agreed thattheir child is learning skills that will lead to a high school diploma, further
education, or a joQ40].

Table V.10, - U #EEI AGO 3EEIIT O

. . Agree Disagree \ Don't
i I E P | — -
CT Special Education Parent Survey Itemm  n ST W\ SL Total SL VD ?‘W‘ Know
39. My child is learning skills that will
enable him/her to be as 1,012 | 52.0% | 22.4% | 12.5% | 86.9% | 3.6% | 3.3% | 6.3% | 13.1% °

independent as possible.

40. My child is learning skills that will
lead to a high school diploma, 972 | 53.7% | 20.9% | 12.2% | 86.8% | 3.7% | 2.6% | 6.9% | 13.2% °

further education, or a job.

Note: + Not a response option for this survey itemST=strongly; MD=moderately; and SL=slightly for the respective "agree"/"disagree" categories.
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Section V: Differences by Demographics

In this section, differences in parent responses are presented acrobge demographic groups, 1)

AEEI A0 AEOAAEI EOUN ¢q AEEI A3O AGAMm 5uhelaiagel A6 O OA
(English or Spanish) in which the parent responded to the surveyselect survey statements have

been illustrated with a stacked bar chart to highlight the overall trends. Each chart includes the

percentage of respondents within a demographic category @gree to a survey statement (length of

the bar); with the strength of the agreement (slightly, moderately, and strongly) represented by the

shading of the bar. The total number of respondents (n) for each demographic group includes all
respondentswhoseR AOAA A OAOPT T OA 1T OEAO OEAT O1 16 APPI EAA,

Bar charts of all survey statements by demographic group can be found in Appendix C, including
gender (which is not discussed in this section as there was no evidence of substantial diffeces).
Differences in parent responses across individual school districts were considered in a separate
analysis and are discussed in a supplemental district report located on the CSDE website.

#EEI AGO $EOAAEI EOU

yT CATAOAT h A AEEIASOAABAOAEI ADO * HOOAOKIAOCEIT O 4A
to survey statements. Due to the considerable number of differences, response patterns by

disability category are presented by specific topical areas of the survéySee Appendix C.1 for bar

charOO 1T £ A1l OOOOAU OOAOAI AT OO AU AEEI AGO AEOAAEIE

SAOEOZAAOQOEIT 1T xEOE -U #EEI AGO 00Ol COAI

In this section of the survey [Q1Q11], parents of children with an intellectual disability (ID) or a

developmental delay (DD) reported higher levels of satisfaain than did other parents surveyed.

Parents of children in these two disability categories consistently reported satisfaction levels of

90% or greater while parents of children with a speech or language impairment and specific

learning disability (SLD) al® showed relatively high levels of satisfaction. In contrast, parents of

children with an emotional disturbance (ED) had the lowest levels of satisfaction across six of the
nine statements analyzed. Parents of children with ADD/HD also typically reportddwer levels of
satisfaction when compared to other parents.

T 7EAT DPAOAT 0O xAOA AOEAA EALZ OEAU AOA OAOEOEEAA xE
program [Q1], parents of children with an intellectual disability and with a developmental
delay, wereat least 17 percentage points more likely to agree with the statement than parents
of children with multiple disabilities and with ADD/HD (95.5% and 94.5% compared to 77.3%
and 76.2%, respectively).

9 Parents ofchildren with an emotional disturbance and with multiple disabilities were the least
I EEAT U O ACOAA OEAO OEAEO AEEI A8O )wo EO I AAOQEI
respectively) [Q6]. In contrast, parents of children with an intellectuatlisability and with a
developmental delay were again most likely to agree (93.3% and 91.7%, respectively).

6 Questions related to transition planning for students (Q28334) had lower response rates than other sections of this survegiue to the
age specific nature bthe statementsand are therefore not included in this analysis.
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10A00ETT p AT A 10A00EIT ¢ AU #EEI
U Al1lid - thdiideaffiZediEgi@ation Program (IEP) is meeting
his or her educational needs.

4AAT A 68p4q
x EOE

) Al

ID (n=44) [T N 95.5% ID (n=45) [ [T I 03.3%
DD (n=73) [ 04.5% DD (n=72) [ I 91.7%
SLD (n=257) [ I  59.5% Speech (n=194) [ T I ©0.2%

[ T N 56.3%
[ T 84.3%
[ T N 52.9%
[ 77.8%

[ 89.3% SLD (n=256)
[ N 87.3%
[ T N 53.1%

[ 78.8%

Speech (n=196)
Autism (n=181) OHI (n=89)
OHI (n=89) Autism (n=181)

ED (n=52) ADD/HD (n=126)

Multiple (n=44)

[T 77.3%

ADD/HD (n=126)

[ 76.2%

ED (n=52)

Multiple (n=44)

[ T 73.1%
[ 72.7%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

Similar response patterns were evident when parents were asked if staff is appropriately o
OOAETAA AT A AAT A O DHOIT OEAA OEAEQ‘AEEIABO ODAAE/
education and special education teachers work together tassure thattheirtAEET A6 O ) %0 EO

implemented [Q11]. Paents of children with a developmental delay and with an intellectual
disability again answered most favorably to these statements. In both instances, parents of
children with an emotional disturbance were the ¢ast likely to agree.

164

4AAT A 68cqg

specific program and services.

10A00ET I
30AZEZ£Z EO ADPDPOI POEAOAI U O! Q11: General education and special education teachers work

Wy

AT A 10A00ETT »pp

U AEEI AGO ) ¢

DD (n=72)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=258)
Speech (n=193)
Autism (n=179)
Multiple (n=44)

ADD/HD (n=124)

[ ©7.2%
M 03.2%
[ I 00.7%
T 00.7%
[T 52.1%
(T 51.8%
[T 51.5%

DD (n=56)

ID (n=42)
Speech (n=181)
SLD (n=246)
Autism (n=156)
Multiple (n=41)

ADD/HD (n=123)

[ 08.2%
[ 92.9%
[ ©1.7%
[ N 00.7%
[ T 86.5%
[ T S5.4%
[ S5.4%

OHI (n=86) [T NN 51.4% OHI (n=81) [ 55.2%
ED (n=52) [ 78.8% ED (n=46) T NN 76.1%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[Islightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree
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OAOOCEAEDPAOEIT ET $AOGAITTPEIC AT A )YiplAIi AT OET C -U #
When compared to other topical areas of the survey, AtOA T AT 0O Ai T AAOT ET ¢ DPAOAT O
ET OEAEO AEE I-28]@génher@igd somh@wvhat smallempdifferences in parent response by

disability category. However, response patterns were for the most part, still consistent with those

just mentioned under the general program satisfaction section of the survey.

1 All (100%) parents of children with an intellectual disability agreed that they are encouraged to
CEOA ET DPOO AT A AgbOAOO OEAEO AT 1T AAOT O AO 1 AAOEI «
to 86.5% of parents of children with an emotional disturbance.

1 Parents of children with an emotional disturbance and with multiple disabilities were the least
I EEAT U O ACOAA OEAO AO OEAEO AEEI A8O 004h OEA
i ARO OEAEO AEEI A8O EIT AEOE A Owly) [QiLsh Parénts pfxhiddBeq b AT A
with a developmental delay and with an intellectual disability had satisfaction levels of 90% or
greater for this statement (94.4% and 93.2%, respectively).

AAAT A 680d 10A00EIT po Al
Qlx d, 10 T ARGET CO O1 AAGATT® i 1ved I C A

Program (IEP), | feel encouraged to give input and express my
concerns.
ID (n=44) [T 1 00.0% DD (n=72) [ o4.4%
DD (n=73) [T oS.0% ID (n=44) T 03.2%
Multiple (n=44) [T NG 03.2% Speech (n=194) [ T 1NEGN 50.7%
SLD (n=257) [ T I 92.6% SLD (n=254) [T 55.6%
Speech (n=196) [T NG ©2.3% OHI (n=89) [T "IN 57.6%
Autism (n=180) [T GG ©1.1% Autism (n=181) [ [ I 53.4%
ADD/HD (n=126) [T IENEGEEE 55.9% ADD/HD (n=123) [ 82.1%
OHI (n=89) [T NN 58.8% ED (n=53) [T N 79.2%
ED (n=52) [ 36.5% Multiple (n=44) T I 77.3%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree
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In this section of the survey[Q24-27], parents of children with multiple disabilities had the lowest
levels of agreement on three of the four statements analyzed whileapents of children with a
speech or language impairment reported thérighest levels of satisfaction across all four
statements.

1 Approximately two-thirds (66.7%) of parents of children with multiple disabilities agreed that
their child has the opportunity to participate in extracurricular school activities [Q25]. This is
approximately a 14 percentage point difference than the next lowest disability category for this
statement (66.7% compared to 80.5%).

1 In addition, approximately onethird (36.7%) of parents of children with multiple disabilities
indicated that their child has been denied access to neschool sponsored community activities
due to his or her disability [Q26] compared to 8.6% of parents of children with a speech or
language impairment.

4AAT A 6819 10A00ETT ¢uv AT A 10AO0O0EIT ¢ AU #EE
Q25: Mychild has the opportunity to participate in extracurricular = Q26: My child has been denied access to-simol sponsored
school activities such as sports or clubs with children without community activities due to his/her disability.
disabilities.
Speech (n=175) [ NG ©5.3% Speech (n=105) [l 8.6%
SLD (n=250) [T 08.0% ED (n=44) [Tl 9.1%
ADD/HD (n=117) [T ©4.9% SLD (n=159) [TH10.1%
ED (n=50) [ ©4.0% ID (n=30) [ 13.3%
DD (n=48) [INENGGEEEEEEEE o3.5% ADD/HD (n=83) [TM15.7%
OHI (n=79) [ T 91.1% DD (n=37) [l 16.2%
ID(n=39) [ 57.2% OHI (n=52) [T M19.2%
Autism (n=159) [T 50.5% Autism (n=115) [_THN20.0%
Multiple (n=39) [T I 66.7% Multiple (n=30) [T 36.7%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

ParentTraining and Support

The following section illustrates the four survey statements dedicated to the topic of parent training
and support [Q35Q38]. The first two questions refer to actual attendance or participation in
parent training or information sessions [Q35] and support groups [Q36]; while the last two
guestions refer to the opportunity to participate in, and availability of such sessions [Q37] and

groups [Q38].

9 Parents of children with a developmental delay, an emotional disturbance and an infettual
disability were the most likely to indicate they had attended a parent training or information
session in the past year (53.7%, 50.0% and 50.0%) [Q35]. In contrast, approximately ene
guarter (29.8%) of parents of children with an other health imparment (OHI) noted attending
such meetings.

18



1 Parents of children with an intellectual disability and an emotional disturbance were also most
likely to indicate participation in a support network (53.1% and 51.3%, respectively) [Q36].
Parents of children wih OHI were again the least likely (17.2%) to indicate participation.

4AAT A 68uvd 10AOCOEIT ouv AT A 10AOOEIT 0@ AU #EE
Q35: In the past year, | have attended parent training or informatic Q36: | am involved in a support network for parents of students wij
sessions (provided by my district, other districts agencies) that disabilities available through my school district or other sources.
addressed the needs of parents and of children with disabilities.
DD (n=41) [T M 53.7% ID((n=32) [ T 1N 53.1%
ED (n=40) [ I 50.0% ED (n=39) [ I 51.3%
ID(n=32) " 50.0% Autism (n=132) [ T N 46.2%
Autism (n=133) [T 47.4% DD (n=39) [T 38.5%
SLD (n=151) [T NN 41.7% ADD/HD (n=80) TN 30.0%
Multiple (n=31) [T 38.7% Speech (n=98) [T 27.6%
Speech (n=104) [T 37.5% Multiple (n=31) [ 171l 25.8%
ADD/HD (n=76) "I 36.8% SLD (n=137) [T 21.9%
OHI (n=57) [THEEE 29.8% OHI (n=58) [THM 17.2%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

In general, parents were more likely to report opportunities for parent training [Q37] and the
availability of a support network [Q38] than they were to report attending a parent training [Q35]
or participating in such networks [Q36].

1 While more than one half (61.1% and 58.5%) of parents of children with a speech or language
impairment and with a specific learning disability indicated that opportunities for parent
training were available [Q37], appoximately one-third (37.5% and 41.7%) reported having
attended a parent training session [Q35]. This was a difference of more than 16 percentage
points between awareness and attendance.

1 Similarly, while 59.4% of parents of children with a specific learmig disability and 58.6% of
parents of children with a speech or language impairment indicated that a support network is
available [Q38], only 21.9% and 27.6%, respectively, reported being involved in a support
network [Q36], a difference of more than 30 peentage points.
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4AAT A 689qdg 10AO00ETT ox AT A 10AO00EIT oy AU #EE
Q37: There are opportunities for parent training or information ~ Q38: A support network foparents of students with disabilities is
A A ( available to me through my schodlistrict or other sources.

OAOCOETT O OACAOAET ¢ OPAAEAI

district.
Speech (n=95) [T 61.1% DD (n=37) [T 67.6%
DD (n=38) [T 60.5% Autism (n=123) [T 63.4%
SLD (n=135) [T 58.5% ID (n=30) [T 63.3%
ID (n=29) [ 55.2% SLD (n=128) [T I 59.4%
ED (n=32) [T 53.1% Speech (n=87) [ 53.6%
ADD/HD (n=76) [T I 50.0% ED (n=35) T 57.1%
Autism (n=121) [T I 46.3% ADD/HD (n=69) [ I 49.3%
Multiple (n=26) [T 38.5% Multiple (n=26) [ TN 42.3%
OHI (n=58) TN 36.2% OHI (n=54) T 29.6%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

-U #EEI AB8O 3EEIITO
Finally, the last section of the survey [Q390] asked parents if the skills their child is learning will
maximize their independence and improve their prospects for the future.

1 More than 90% of parents of children with a speech or language impairmers,developmental
delay, or an intellectual disability agreed that their child is learning skills that will enable him or
her to be as independent as possible [Q39], compared to less than 80% of parents of children
with ADD/HD and multiple disabilities.

91 Slightly more than 95% of parents of children with a speech or language impairment agreed
that their child is learning skills that will lead to a high school diploma, further education, or a
job [Q40]; compared to less than twethirds (60.6%) of parents of chidren with multiple
disabilities, a difference of almost 35 percentage points.

cw AT A 10A00EIT 1tm AU #EE

Q40: My child igearning skills that will lead to a high school

diploma, further education, or a job.

4AAT A 68xd 10A00ETI

Q39: My child is learning skills that will enable him/her to be as

independent as possible.

Speech (n=182)
DD (n=65)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=234)
Autism (n=173)
OHI (n=85)

ED (n=53)
ADD/HD (n=119)
Multiple (n=37)

0%
[ slightly Agree

M 04.0%
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T 55.0%
T 55.5%
T S2.4%
T 51.1%
T 79.8%

T 70.3%
80%
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Parents of children atopposite ends of the age spectrum (ages®and 1821) generally expressed

greater satisfaction than parents of children in the middle age groups. Parents of children ages 3

and ages 1821 ranked first or second in satisfaction across 17 of the 28 stateents analyzed’ In

contrast, parents of children ages 134 reported the lowest levels of satisfaction across 24 of the

cy OOO0OO6AU OOAOAI AT OOs i 3AA ' bPAT AE® #8¢ £ O AAO

f When asked about satisfactionwitOEAEO AEEI A0 | OAOAI 1T OBPAAEAI
of parents of children ages 181 and 91.9% of parents of children ages-8 indicated that they
are satisfied compared to approximately threequarters (76.4%) of parents of children ages 13
14.

T Similarly, parents of children ages 1821 were approximately 20 percentage points more likely )
to agree than parents of childrenages 18t xEAT AOEAA EZ OEAEO AEEI AGO

educational needs (91.6% compared to 71.8%) [Q6].

TableV.8:QUAOOETT p AT A 10AO00ETT ¢ AU #EEI AGO ! (
) Al xEOE U Al Q6-U AEEI A6O0 )1 AEOEAOAI EUAA %A
his or her educational needs.
oy [ I SOy [
(1299) 91.9% (ne100) 91.0%
o2y [ oy [
(n=541) 88.5% (n=542) 87.3%
Sy [ oy [
(n=148) 76.4% (1=140) 71.8%
ey I ey [
(n=199) 83.4% (n=195) 82.6%
Ha [ I Ha I
et 95.2% (n53) 91.6%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

A similarly large gap in satisfaction occurred when parents were asked whether staff is
APDPOT POEAOAT U OOAETAA AT A AAIT A O bDOT OEAA
parent training information sessions that addressed the needs of paresbf children with
disabilities.

T 7EAT AOEAA xEAOEAO OOAZEZZ EO APDPOI POEAOGAI U OOAET
program and services [Q8], the vast majority (97.0%) of parents of children agesS3agreed
compared to approximately threequarters (76.0%) of parents of childrenages 1314.

1 More than onehalf (59.3% and 50.8%) of parents of children ages 181 and ages 3 indicated
that they had attended parent training or information sessions that addressed the needs of
parents of children with disabilities [Q35] compared to &ss than onethird (31.6%) of parents
of children ages 1314.

7 Questions that were negativelykeyed items (Q3, Q4 and Q26), with a lower response rate (Q21 and Q22), and age specific {Q28)
were not included in this analysis.
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4AAT A 68wqg 10AO00ETT ¢ AT A 10A00EIT ouvu AU #E
16d 30AEE EO APDPOI BOEAOAT U 0O, Q35 Inthe pastyear, | have attendpdrent training or information
specific program and services. sessions (provided by my district, other districts or agencies) that

addressed the needs of parents and of children with disabilities.

o5 S [ T o
6-12 yrs 6-12 yrs D:-
(n=539) 88.7% (n=333) 39.6%
oy ([ g
(n=146) 76.0% (=08 [ 31.6%
ey ([ o (T
(=105) 85.1% (=128) 45.3%
ey [ pe ORI |
(neg2) 89.0% (ne5) 59.3%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree O Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

Differences in response patterns observed on earlier statements were repeated on the final two
statements of the survey.

1 Almost 95% of parents of children ages-% agreed that their child is learning skills that will
enable him or her to be as independedras possible [Q39] compared to 73.9% of parents of
children ages 1314, a difference of approximately 20 percentage points.

1 Similarly, parents of children ages & and ages 181 were most likely (92.3%) to agree that
their child is learning skills that will lead to a high school diploma, further education or job
[Q40]; approximately 19 percentage points higher than parents of children ages 413 (73.6%).

4AAT A 68pmng 10AO0O0ETT ow AT A 10AO0O0EIT tm AU ¢
Q39. My child is learning skills thatill enable him/her to be as Q40. My child is learning skills that will lead to a high school

independent as possible. diploma, further education, or a job.

ool (I o > ey [ o -
ze [T <o 0 ey (I <
13-_14 yrs 73.9% 13-_14 yrs 73.6%
(n=138) (n=140)
ooy [T 2 ooy, [T o o
oo I oo ay® I o

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree O Moderately Agree M strongly Agree
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Overall, parents of Black children and parents of Hispanic children tended to answer survey
statements slightly more favorably than parents of White children. However, the differences were
often very small. In fact, across almost onealf (47.5%) of the40 survey statements there was less
than a five percentage point difference between the different racial/ethnic groups. (See Appendix
C.3 for bar charts of all survey statements by race/ethnicity).

Despite the similar response patterns, there were a festatements in which there were observed
differences by race/ethnicity. The largest difference between the three racial/ethnic groups
occurred on the three negativelykeyed statements [Q3, Q4 and Q2g]statements in which a high
level of agreement repregnts a high level of dissatisfaction. For all three statements, parents of
Hispanic children answered the least favorably.

1 Parents of Hispanic children were about twice as likely as parents of White childrenand
parents of Black children to agreethatE AEO AEEI A60 OAEITTI1 AAU EAO AAA
accommodate his/her transportation needs [Q3]; 64.8% compared to 33.5% and 26.1%,
respectively.

1 Similarly, when asked if their child has been sent home from school due to behavioral

difficulties [Q4], 38.1% ofparents of Hispanic children agreed with this statement, compared to
17.1% of parents of White children, and 15.4% of parents of Black children.

4AAT A 68ppg 10AOOETT o AT A 10AO0OEIT 1t AU #EEI
1x8 -U AEEI A30O OAEfo#actomioiiale E A ( Q4: My child has been sent home from school due to behavioral
his/her transportation needs. difficulties (not considered suspension).
Black Black
2eck 2o v 2ok [Tllssa
White White
e T 5% e [ TR
ey i
lspan tspanic T % 10

0% 20% 40%

[ slightly Agree

60%

80%

100%

[ Moderately Agree

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

M strongly Agree

9 Parents of Hispanic children were also more likely to agree than parents of White children and
parents of Black children that their child has been denied access to nsohool sponsored
community activities due to his/her disability [Q26] (26.2% compared b 12.4% and 11.4%,
respectively).

However, when asked whether the school provides supports, such as extra staff, that are
necessary for their child to participate in extracurricular school activities [Q27], parents of
Hispanic children were more positivethan both parents of White children and parents of Black
children (80.6% compared to 70.7% and 62.9%, respectively).
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1 0A00ET 1

co AT A 10AO00EITI

Q26: My child has been denied access to-acmool sponsored 104 -U AEEI A8O OAEITI1 bOi OE|
community activities due to his/her disability. necessary for my child to participate in extracurricular school
activities (for example, clubs and sports).
o oy L
(n=79) 11.4% (n=124) 80.6%
White White
(n=426) 12.4% 200 | L 1NN 0 7%
Hispanic Black :I:-
(n=107) 26.2% (n=70) 62.9%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

AU #EE

Parents of Hispanic children were alsanore positive regarding transition planning for their
secondary students. However, the aggpecific nature of transition planning naturally restricts the
number of parents for which these questions [Q2&)34] are applicable and as a result, considerably
fewer parents answered guestions in this section. Comparisons of the results should be considered
within this context.

' More than 90% of parents of Hispanic children agreed that the PPT introduced planning for o
OEAEO AEEI AGO OOAT OE Gied tb 80.0% of pakers oDWHitd childrenl o p ¥ AT | f
1 Likewise, 90.7% of parents of Hispanic children agreed that the PPT developed individualized

goals for their child related to employment/postsecondary education, independent living and
community participation [Q34] compared to approximately threequarters (76.9%) of parents
of Black children.

4AAT A 68pod 10AOOEIT op AT A 10AOGOEIT ot AU #EE
1xuvd 4EA 004 ET 601 AOGAAA DI Al | Q34: The PPT developéttividualized goals for my child related to
adulthood. employment/postsecondary education, independent living and
community participation, if appropriate.
eaoy | pudEN
(n=40) 92.5% (n=43) 90.7%
Black White
ek [ T - ke [ T - <
White Black
e [ I 0 0% Seck I - -
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree
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Type of Placement

0AOAT O0O86 OAODPI T OAO xAOA AT Al UUAA &£ O OAOEAOQOEITO A
public school placement versus parents of children in a nepublic school placemeng The majority

(90.6%) of parents indicated that their child is in a public school, and as such, the total number of

survey respondents varies considerably across the pulgliand nonpublic placement categories.

The differences presented in the following pages should be examined within this context.

Overall, parents of children in a public school placement responded similarly (less than a five

percentage point difference) b parents of children in a norpublic school placement across

approximately two-thirds (62.5%) of the statements. However, differences did emerge in the

OAAOCET T O OAI AGAA Oi A AEEI A0 PAOOEAEDPAOEIT AT A O
of all survey statements by type of placement).

1 More than 90% of parents of children in a public school placement agreed that their child has
the opportunity to participate in extracurricular activities with children without disabilities
[Q25] compared © approximately three-quarters (77.9%) of parents of children in a norpublic
school placement.
T 3Ei EIl A0l uUh xEAT AOEAA xEAOEAO OEAEO AEEI A6O OAEI
are necessary for their child to participate in extracurricularactivities [Q27], parents of
children in a public school placement were more likely to agree than parents of children in a
non-public school placement (73.2% compared to 59.6%).

Table V.14: Question 25 and Question 27 by Type of Placement

Q25. My childhas the opportunity to participate in extracurricular 1 @ 0 d, -U AEEI A0 OAEITI1 bDOi OE|

school activities such as sports or clubs with children without necessary for my child to participate in extracumular school
disabilities. activities (for example, clubs and sports).

Public Public

0,
oeessy | I - oeisn | L [ 7>
ooy | L 7 (n=57) 59.6%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

In contrast, parents of children in a norpublic school placement tended to answer more favorably
than parents of children in a public school placement across statements related to secondary
transition.

1 The vast majority (95.1%) of parents of childre in a non-public school placement indicated
that they were satisfied with how secondary transition services were implemented for their
child [Q29] compared to 84.2% of parents of children in a public school placement.

8 The nonpublic schod placement category includeshospital/homebound, out-of-district special education school, oubf-state,
private/parochial , residential school or other.
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Likewise, when parents were askedf outside agencies have been invited to participate in
secondary transition planning [Q30], parents of children in a nompublic school placement were
approximately 20 percentage points more likely to agree than parents of children in a public

school plaement.

Table V.15: Question 29 and Question 30 by Type of Placement

Q29: | am satisfied with the wasgecondarytransition services were

implemented for my child.

Q30: When appropriate, outside agencies have been invited to

participate in secondarytransition planning.

2o [ o £t T
- i Non-Publi
Srdmes PR e P
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

Parents of children in a norpublic school placement also answered more favorably than parents of
children in a public school placement to PP-felated secondary transition questions.

1 More than 95% of parents of children in a nofpublic school placement agreed that the PPT
discussed an appropriate course of study at the high school for their child [Q33] compared to
90% of parents of children in a public school placement.

1 Similarly, when asked if the PPT developed individualized goals for their child related to

employment/postsecondary education, independent living and community participation [Q34],
parents of children in a norpublic school placement were approximately 14 percentage pois
more likely to agree than parents of children in a public school placement.

Table V.16: Question 33 and Question 34 by Type of Placement

Q33: The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study at the hi¢c Q34: The PPdleveloped individualized goals for my child related tc
employment/ postsecondary education, independent living and

school for my child.

community participation, if appropriate.

Public Public
Non-Public Non-Public
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

26




Language of Returned Survey

The following discussion differs from the prior discussions in that it focuses on a parent
demographicz whether they chose to complete the survey in English or Spanigtrather than a
child demographic. The majority (94.3%) of parents completed the suryein English, and as such,
the total number of survey respondents varies considerably across the English and Spanish
selection categories. The variations presented in the following pages should be examined within
this context.

Overall, parents who compléed the survey in Spanish tended to answer more positively than
parents who completed the survey in EnglishAcross the 40 statements on the survey, parents who
completed the survey in Spanish answered more positively to almost threguarters (70%) of the
survey statements. (See Appendix C.6 for bar charts of all survey statements by the language of
returned survey).

1 The vast majority (96.8%) of parents who completed the survey in Spanish agreed that their
AEEI A8O ) %0 EO i AAxkeeds[Q6]Eobniaied td &1.3% &f PaleAtOMND T Al
completed the survey in English (a difference of 12.5 percentage points).

1 In addition, when asked if the school provides supports, such as extra staff, that are necessary
for their child to participate in extracurricular school activities [Q27], 89.1% of parents who
completed the survey in Spanish agreed compared to less than thrgaarters (70.0%) of
parents who completed the survey in English (a difference of 19.1 percentage points).

Table V.17: Question 6 and Question 27 by Language of Returned Survey

1id -U AEEI A8O0 )wo EO 1AAGEIC 1¢0d -U AEEI A0 OAETTI bDOT OE|

necessary for my child to participate in extracurricular school
activities (for example, clubs and sports).

ety [T > s (T
s [ I s [ T

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

Likewise, parents who completed the survey in Spanish were more likely to agree that they had
attended parent training sessions and have been involved in a support network than parents who
completed the survey in English.

1 More than onehalf (53.8%) of paents who completed the survey in Spanish agreed that they
have attended parent training or information sessions that addressed the needs of parents and
of children with disabilities [Q35] in the past year, compared to 41.4% of parents who
completed the suvey in English (a difference of 12.4 percentage points).

1 Similarly, when asked if they are involved in a support network for parents of students with
disabilities [Q36], parents who completed the survey in Spanish were almost 15 percentage
points more likely to agree than parents who completed the survey in English (47.1% compared
to 32.3%).
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Table V.18: Question 35 and Question 36 by Language of Returned Survey

Q35: In the past year, | have attended parent training or informatiac Q36: | am involved in a support network for parents of students wil
sessions (provided hyy district, other districts or agencies) that

disabilities available through my school district or other sources.
addressed the needs of parents and of children with disabilities.

e | I s | LI

(n=638) 4L.4% (n=625) 32.3%

e | 1 v | 1

(e35) 53.8% L 47.1%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

In contrast, there were 12 statements in which parents who completed the survey in Spanish
answeredlesspositively. However, for the majority of these statements (9 of 12) the differences
between the two groups of parents were relatively small (less thafive percentage points). In only
three instances, did large differences emerge [Q3, Q4, Q26] and in all three instances, it was on
statements in which a high level of agreement represented a high leveldigsatisfaction Across the
40-item survey thesewere the only three negatively keyed items. Given this, it is possible that the
responses of parents who completed the survey in Spanish may have been affected by the wording
of these questions. Two of the questions are presented below.

T Approximately 80% of parents who completed the survey in Spanish agreed that their
AEEI A0 OAETT1T AAU EAO AAAT OET OOAT AA Oi
compared to roughly onethird (34.7%) of parents who completed the survey irEnglish (a
difference ofalmost 46 percentage points).

Similarly, when asked if their child has been sent home from school due to behavioral
difficulties [Q4], one-half (50.0%) of parents who completed the survey in Spanish agreed,
compared to 19.6% of parents who completed theusvey in English (a difference of 30.4
percentage points).

Table V.19: Question 3 and Question 4 by Language of Returned Survey

>\
I
I

1xd -U AEEI A80 OAEI i1 AAU EAO Q4: My childhas been sent home from school due to behavioral
his/her transportation needs. difficulties (not considered suspension).
English :I:- English D:.
(ne277) 34.7% (no454) 19.6%
ey | T oo (1NN
(heal) 80.5% (he26) 50.0%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ slightly Agree O Moderately Agree M strongly Agree

28




Section VI: Summary of Open-Ended Comments

An openrended comment section was included at the end of the parent survey to allow respondents

Of ATiTTATO 11 OEAEO 1 OAOAIT AgPARAOEAT AAO xEOE OEAE
surveys completed by parents of childra receiving special education services, 38.7% (n=425)

included written comments.

The written responses were analyzed through a multstep process. The first step of the coding
process was to systematically assess and illustrate the overall level of satisfaction of respondents by

AOOCECT EI ¢ AAAE OAOpoinisdtigfacth d O OAIT IOIABT @ ADbi T AAT 00 xAQ
OEAEO Ai i T AT O Ail OAUAA Aiipi AGA AEOOAOEOAAAOQEI TN
OAOEOAEAEAAN AT A E£ETAI T UR A O0to EAZA OEAEO ATl 1T AT O AA
Figure VI.1 below, repondents were fairly evenly distributed across the foupoint scale.

&ECOOA 6)8pd 2AO0DPT T AAT 006 , AGAI 1 £ 3A0OEOEAA

Dissatisfied &% Mostly Dissatisfied #%% Mostly Satisfied Satisfied

Note: Percentages are based on 392 comments. The comments of 33 respondents were not coded because
their remarks could not be classified as either a reflection of their satisfaction or dissatisfaction witteir
AEEI A6O POIT COAIl 8

4EA 1T A0 O0AD 1T £ OEA AT AET C DPOI AAOO xAO O EAAT OE
occurred with some regularity. In total, 16 topics were identified as areas commonly discusséd.
The comments specific to each topic were then scored using the samgdint rubric mentioned

AAT OA ET T OAAO O CAOCA DPAOAT 008 1 AGAT T &£ OAOGEOEA
program. The figyres presente{d [n thjs §egtion are or’ga}nizeAd quq:rsix’topical areas pf the survey. )
@Al D1 AO 1T £ PAOAT 668 Al 11 AT 6O AOA Al Ol ET Al ODAAA A

areas discussed under each topic. The comments are reported verbatim with the following
exceptions:1) comments receivedn Spanish were translated; 2) silent corrections were made in
order to improve readability, and 3) all identifying information was removed or replaced with text
enclosed in [brackets] in order to maintain respondent confidentiality. The number of commés
selected is roughly proportionate to their frequency of occurrence, with specific quotes selected to
capture the range of responses and themes associated with each code.

-U #EEI ABO 001 COAI

7EAT DPAOAT OO AEOAOOOAA OEdbEndn tAficEdmArge® asihemeg OAT h A O
within two major categories: services and service providers. The following sections treat services

and service providers separately, highlighting the major themes from each overarching category.

Within the services sectim, the major themes focused on the quality, appropriateness, and quantity

of services provided, as well as the budget anésources for these services. Meanwhile,tin the

service providers section, the themes discussed included teachers and other §ta#acher and staff

training, and the treatment of children by teachers and staff.

9 Individual parent responses could be assigned multiple topic codes in order to most accurately reggent the range of topics they
discussed.
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As can be seen in Figure VI.2 below, when discussing the services provided for their child, parents

most often mentioned the quality of grvices (n=92) followed by the appropriateness of the

services (n=68). Parents tended to provide more general comments when discussing quality and

their comments were most often positive, with the majority (89%) of parents falling into the mostly

satisfied or satisfied category. In contrast, when parents spoke of the appropriateness of the

services, almost twethirds (60%) of parents were dissatisfied or mostly dissatisfied, often noting

OEAO OEA OAOOGEAAO xAOA 110 rlb&e of achievdn@d. Fa&le® OEAEO
parents discussed the quantity of services (n=50), and the budget and resources for services

(n=23), but when they did, the majority of these parents were dissatisfied or mostly dissatisfied

(86% and 83%, respectively).

&ECOOA 6)8c¢cd 2AO0DPT T AAT 0068 , AOGAT 1T &£ 3A0EOEAAQET
Dissatisfied % Mostly Dissatisfied 2% Mostly Satisfied Satisfied

et W77/
Appropriateness of S(,ﬁr:vé(é()e: ” ﬁ //,ﬂ M

Quantity of Services
(n=50)
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Note: The n represents the total number of parents out of 392 that discussed that particular topic. The percentages in the
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

Quiality ofServices

We are very happy with the school's program and our child's progress.

We are very happy with the program at the school. They have provided an environment that has helped our
daughter to learn.

The preschool services did a wonderful job workiwgh my son from age 3 until he transitioned to
kindergarten this year.

The schools have gone above and beyond to help her. They work with her to keep her caught up with the rest of
her classmates.

| am very happy with the services they give to my daughtethe special education department. [English
translation]

1  Special education services for my child have been excellent.

= == =4 -ac-a

Appropriateness of Services
T (A0 A PAOO T £ A OGAOU Oi All 00ODPDPI 00 DPOI COAiHehs EA8 O AA
had the benefit of working with a support teacher, a speech language therapist, and a psychologist.
1 My husband and | are very pleased with the IEP created for our son. It has been updated and amended several
times within this past year to meet hishanging educational abilities.

Quantity of Services

1 1| have been very happy with the services provided by my town. | have never felt that | ever had to fight for
extra services.

Budget and Resources
1 4EA OAEIT 1180 pbrédoupeddiahd unddpbepdddd dnbil ey brought in [outside experts], it has
improved by leaps and bounds since then.
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Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

Quality of Services
1  All this money and time were spent on programs that show limited progress or no progress at all.
1  Mydaughter is improving, but not in the pace | was expecting. The education strategy could be better

Appropriateness of Services

1 "EIETICOAl OOAZEZ OETOI A AA ETAI OAAA ET OPAAEAT AABAAOBEI
[English translation]

1  We are very disappointed and dissatisfied with the special education services that our son has received from
the school district. The goals and objectives of the IEP were written two years ago and were not written based
on his present level performancd&he case manager has failed to present any documents that show she has
been working with our son on his goals and objectives during the past year.

1 My daughter said her special education math program moved too slowly and wanted more advanced work, but
her classroom teacher would not work with her on an individualized curriculum and they refused to move her
into the mainstream math class.

T ) Al OAoU AT 1 AAOT AA OEAOG 1 U AEEI A EO 110 AAET Cc AEAIITAI]
the level h my daughter's subjects. She has asked me for more demanding work and even wants a tutor
because she is afraid of returning to public school and being very behind academically compared to her peers.

1 | feel that social skills and speech/communication anet appropriately addressed in my son's special
education program. Also, adaptive living skills are not appropriately addressed. | feel that much more needs
to be done on generalization of skills. | do not feel that the school appropriately providehése areas.

Quantity of Services

T 4EA OAEIT1 EO EOOO AT ETI¢C xEAO OEAU 1TAAA O Ai 8 4EAU A
OAO OEA Ci A1 O O11 EECE8)O EAO AAAT A ZECEO OEA Al OEOA

1 I am generally given the run around and roaulocks are constantly blocking my every effort to help my son.
The district is interested in doing as little as possible and providing us with as little information about what we
are entitled to as possible.

f  The school system does what is required by ldwaA OEA 08 O EOS8 4EAU Ol T x1 U ETAOAAO
that upon transition to another school in the town, it appears as if the goals set forth have been met.

1 Inorder to get the services my son needs, | have had to hire an advocate. What tie# kak done is minimal
and | have spent a large amount of money in providing tutors for my son that average a hundred dollars an
hour. Everything is a fight with the school system.

Budget and Resources

f | feel the administration and up look atmysonds 1 EAAETI EOU 116 A Ui dic 1 AT8)O EO
laws. They need more money from the state and more resources and people. There needs to be more help for
the school as a whole and for individuals.

1 Inthe past, money and budget issues had priootyer my child's needs and | had to constantly advocate for
him otherwise he would not have gotten what he did so far. It seems if the child is not severely impaired he is
not recognized as needing help.

1 The challenges continue to be many with few servibeig offered. Most times the district makes decisions
based on budget not child needs. | often remind them of the "I" in IEP.

- U #EEI AJ QSedviod P@o@deis

Overall, approximately one in five parents who provided comments discussed teachdrs=78) and

other staff members (n=70) and their comments tended to convey more satisfaction than

dissatisfaction. Almost twathirds (65%) of parents who discussed teachers were satisfied or

mostly satisfied, as well as approximately threguarters (79%) of those who discussed other staff

i Al AAOOS 0OAOAT OO OOAA x1 OAO 1 EEA OAT i PAOOEIT T AOAn
satisfied, while dissatisfied parents often cited the lack of accommodations and modifications made

for their child. Lastly, sone parents also discussed the treatment of their child by teachers and staff

(n=49) and their level of training (n=34). Comments related to child treatment were fairly evenly

split between satisfaction (45%) and dissatisfaction (55%) while comments focusedn training

conveyed mostly dissatisfaction (89%).
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Note: The n represents the total number of parents out of 392 that discussed that particular topic. The percentages in the
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

Teachers
1  The special education and regular education teachers have been very supportive of my son and our family. The
teachers he has had have all been excellent.
My child is very bright and has improved his learning skills such as reading, writing and mathemadiss
teachers are always there to work with him when he has problems. [English translation]
The teachers have been very supportive and attentive to my daughter's needs. All are professional and well
informed as to the rules and protocols. Our family appreciates their support.
All of the teachers involved are highly skilled at what they do afw much compassion and concern towards
their students.
4EAU AOA Al AAOI U AT i T EOCOAA O OEAEO ET AO Abeg. OAAI AA Ol
They are always available to answer any questions and took all of our concerns sericudly. AT 01 AT 8 O EAOA
asked any more from the special education program in our town.

Other Staff
1 The staff at all schoofs K-through 122 have been very wonderful, supportive, sensitive, smart, caring, and
good humored. We are lucky to live here with this giatschool system.
1 I have to say that this year was the first year my district hired an awesome case manager who really enforced
our IEP and found helpful technology for my son.
T ) AAT 80 OAU AT1 OCE ciT A OEET CO Adhdhyhscldd dase@dkilrs WwebeAOU 1 AO
1

= == =2 =4

wonderful.
The support staff always makes him feel comfortable and never makes it a point that he is different or has any
special needs, which is very important to my son.

Child Treatment by Teachers & Staff

1  The high schabhas been awesome with making our son comfortable and knowledgeable of the course of
action we will need to take to get our son through high school and further.

1 [The school] has done an outstanding job of welcoming, including and nurturing my ehitte only child with
[this disability] in our district. Where we lived formerly, my daughter was segregated, unsupported and her
curriculum was not modified properly. What a difference!

1 The change we have seen in heher progress is due primarily to the outsth AET ¢ OOAAEA84EAU EAOA
caring and loving towards her and we are forever grateful for what they have been able to accomplish.

Teacher & Staff Training

1 Doctors of various specialties are continuously impressed by the support and expertise our soressitein
the school.
1  The school does a fabulous, amazing job academically and cognitively, they know their stuff.
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Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

Teachers

1 4EA OAAAEAOO AT 110 AT 1 OEOOAT O1 U A& 111 x ofGne feacleOAAA ODI

is that he needs to be more responsible, but the purpose of the IEP is for teachers to accommodate this part of
his disability.

1  Teachers did not follow through on the 504. We have to continue to fight to enforce his IEP and certain
teachersare completely uncooperative in following the plan.

1 There are a lot of teachers who are not taught to deal with students with disabilities. The teachers lack the
knowledge.

1 Ithink that my biggest complaint with specifically the high school is that ttegular education teachers are
not made accountable for following my son's IEP. This responsibility falls strictly on the special education

OAAAEAOOG" OET O1 AAOO Al i1 A8B4EA OPAAEAT AAOAAOEIT OAAAEA

together.

Other Staff
1 There are untrained and unsympathetic paraprofessionals.
1  The administrators, counselors, and staff never really understood the best ways to manage my son and his
needs successfully.
1  School staff has little to no knowledge of what the di#ace is between educational performance and
academic performance.

Child Treatment by Teachers & Staff
1 Inelementary and middle school, [our son] reported bullying and harassment to staff and there was a minimal
or no action taken. He now does not reportaind says he'll "take care of it myself." That should be a red flag.
Reports of harassment have been trivialized.
1  The local district public school was highly restrictive, did not provide the services required by the IEP, and
prohibited my child from paticipating in gym class or recess. She was ostracized from her peers.
1 I have walked into the school several times and have found paraprofessionals screaming atitharid
mistreating them. AT I 1 OO OET OCEO 1T £ EI | AOABidfel ET C T U AEEI A8
T ) EAOA £EI AA A & Oi A1l AT i PIAET O 1T &£ AOITUET ¢ AGO 11
and lack of academic progress.
Teacher & Staff Training
T +-U AAOCEOAOS8O OAAAEAOY AT AOT 6§ 0 OA Ahild ith @Ep@mnénal O
AA1 AUO8) AAIT EAOA 1T U AEEI A EO AARAOGOET AA O ¢i ET Ol
handle students such as my child. Paraprofessionals need to be screened better and checked periodically for
work performance.

1 1think there needs to be support and training for all teachers not just special education teachers.
1 Socially, there is perhaps not enough constant effort and training.
1 Special education training and an overall lack of understanding regardimigvisions and support required
from the school keeps staff from providing an appropriate educational program.
OAOOEAEDPAOGEITT EIT $AOGAITPEIC AT A )ibplAi AT OET C #EEI

As can be seen in Figure V1.4, a number of parents (n=69) commented on the respazsess of the
school with almost two-thirds (61%) of these parents indicating some sort of dissatisfaction.
Parents often noted that the school had difficulty communicating with parents or failed to involve

DAOAT 60 ET OEAEO AEE |It#d@eddOthePPAnesting plocess Ane40)fandi | AT

the homeschool connection (n=31). When parents discussed the PPT meetings, they often felt
dissatisfied with their role and involvement in the meetings. Meanwhile, parents who discussed the
home-school comection often expressed a desire to have a better idea of what their child was
learning in school so they could reinforce these skiliboth academic and socigat home.
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

Responsiveess

1 ) EAOGA 110 EAA AT U DPOIAIAI O xEOE Aiii Ol EAAOCEIT AAOxAAI
OEA OAEI '|'io IAAA AOOAT CAT AT 6O O TAAO TU 0118680 TAAAOS

1T 0AOCAT O ETO1T1 OAT AT O xAO Al xAUO x Al AT 1 AAhedddwaysGme AAQET 1
first.

1  His needs have always been met and when they were not, the school district was very receptive to our concerns,
and changes were made quickly and appropriately.

PPT Meetings
1 Overall, the meetings are informative, but there nevsems to be enough time to cover all the topics in depth.

HomeSchool Connection
1 [The school] is exemplary regarding special education and the IEP process because the principal and teachers
really understand the age group they are working with and are vegsponsive to parents. Furthermore, with
the implementation of Edline (for all students), | can easily track his progress week by week and catch
potential performance discrepancies sooner rather than later and then communicate with staff, as
appropriate.

Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

Responsiveness

1 The goals and objectives of the IEP were written two years ago without our knowledge and they have not been
changed although we have requested several times to modify them.

1 We have had a terrible tira getting the necessary services, after Birth to Three and up until this year.

1 I have never once been asked my input on his education or how he is doing. My input has been heard but never
documented or considered.

1 There is no communication fromschodlt ET I A j AAOPEOA UAAOOG 1T £ OAPAAOAA OARN
completely shut out and unsupported by my school and the district. Emails go unanswered, phone calls are not
returned.

T 7A AAIT EAOA OEA OAEIT1 OUOOAIT x hify dddbilityign®ing o AdBdernsAT A E A AT
which we brought to their attention for three years.

PPT Meetings
1 PPTs can be awkward and boring. The special education teachers and supervisors going back and forth over

which phase should be in which blockonth€f6 8 4 EAOAS8 O x AU O1 1 [ OAE ET &£ Oi AGET 1
reading? there needs to be a concise synthesis of findings, just the essentials, with more time spent looking
ahead.

1 The language used during the PPT meetings is impossible for even educated pasamdérstand. It is like
listening to someone talk in code.

1 1'would like the information provided during the PPT in Spanish so | can understand it better and be more
informed, so we can be aware of the aid needed to benefit my son. [English translation]

1 PPT meetings are a sham, completely lacking in any dialogue, as the discussion and outcome are dictated by a
single individual running the meeting. Parent input is not recorded on the IEP.
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HomeSchool Connection

1 | think the state should have parenting classes to educate parents about children with special education
problems. We as parents can work at home with our kids to reinforce what they are doing in school.

T )860A 1 AAOT AA DPAOAT O0olikéePidtoudreA tduch ds | canis®! kriowEmyG&nlds n@ A E |
falling behind. | also tell teachers not to wait if something goes wrong. | want to know the day it happens.

1 | feel that my child should have a notebook that lets me know what he worked on whevakdaken out of the
classroom. | do ask him and he tells me he did not do anything or never went. With the notebook, | can work
on it at home also and know what is going on instead of waiting for the next meeting.

-U #EEI AGO O0AOOEAEDAOET I

Somerespond T OO0 AT i1 AT OAA 11 OEAEO AEEI A6O0 PAOOEAEDPAOE
(n=23) and summer services (n=14). As seen in Figure V1.5, an overwhelming majority of parents
expressed dissatisfaction when discussing both extracurricular/social astities (95%) and summer
OAOOEAAO juywoebQgs &1 O PAOAT 66 AT i i AT OGET ¢ 11 OEAE
activities, respondents often expressed dissatisfaction that their child was either unable to

participate because of their disabilityor because services were not available. When expressing
dissatisfaction with summer services, parents often mentioned they were unavailable in their

district.

(@]
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Note: The n represents the total number of parents out of 392 that discussed that particular topic. The percentages in the
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

1 Each yeamy son has also been able to attend summer school which has helped him retain his skills.
1T r4EA O1 AEAIT AT OEOITTI AT OY EO U AEEI A8O CO&iAmeA OO AEAIIT A
behavioral approach we hope will help. The school prolyattbes a better job than 90% of U.S. schools.

Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

1 My child does not meet academic standards to participate in extracurricular activities. Consideration should
be given for waivers for children with disabilities who migbe able and willing to participate in sports, clubs,
etc.

1 My biggest concern with my daughter's programming is the lack of social skills intervention. Especially in the
summer, there is nothing. Many of her skills are not transferred across settingsrgncbur community.

1 [My son] is outgoing. He would like to just be able to try out for sports that are offered at school, but there is no
one to assist with his issues, so he always misses out when it is time to sign up.

T I'wish my son was included in moeetivities like gym, art, music, library, and computer. It is hard for him to
make friends when he is in a class by himself. | know there must be other children like him and wish they had
the opportunity to meet him.

1 We would like to see a more robustramer program. Either all day academics or A.M. academics with a P.M.
enrichment program. There are no camps for children with special needs in the district.

1 Since we are not provided with specific ESY service information until the last week of scheal\{gth
requests for information earlier), we are unable to provide appropriate summer program services for our son.
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Transition Planning

As seen in Figure V1.6, one out of every 10 comments mentioned transition services. A little less
than half (43%) of the parents who commented on transition services were satisfied, with many
noting that consistency and coordination had been key elements in successful transitions between
grades and across schools. For the 57% of respondents who were dissatisfiadst of them
indicated that there had been a lack of transitiosrelated resources and information provided to
them by the school.

&ECOOA 6)8¢pd 2AO0DPT T AAT 068 , AOGAT 1T &£ 3AOEOEAAQET I
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Transition Services
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Note: The n represents the total number of parents out of 392 that discussed that particular topic. The percentages in the
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

1 The speal education program at my daughter's elementary school has been incredibly supportive and she's
had much success. | believe the biggest reason for this has been consistency. She has had the same special
education teacher the whole entire time (she will batering 4th grade). Not all have had this consistency and
| see a difference in those children.

1  The special education teachers as well as the general education teachers and the guidance counselor did a
great job transitioning my son from middle school tagh school. About 1 month after school started, he was
having difficulty in an advanced math class. Because of this, he was placed in a more general math class and is
now doing extremely well.

1 Ifelt his entire team really had his best interest heart and worked diligently to discover how he learns and
the best way to evaluate what he knowsot an easy task. We will be sending him out of district next year
because we all teachers and us feel that he can thrive in an environment geared more to& with greater
needs. The school was instrumental in investigating this option and giving us feedback as well as great
transitional help.

Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

1  We are now facing the anxiety of transitioning to another middle school. Enkas been no communication
with the district regarding this transition, nor was there any communication when transitioning from
elementary school to middle school. | think that schools underestimate the anxiety for the child as well as the
parents when &ced with these transitions. This is definitely an opportunity to improve communication. |
would appreciate being told who the team of teachers assigned for my son will be, as well as be introduced to
his special education coordinator for the following ge

1  There is much needed improvement on the transition from high school. Each child is so different it is hard to
find the right placement for your child. | am sure the information is out there but it is not consolidated. 1 find
the next step in life dttle grey because my child doesn't have the label of autism, downs, etc. For the children
who are high functioning but not high enough to go to school, it is hard.

I There were issues about communication of special needs when moving from Birth to Téndees. | had to
push for additional services.

Parent Training and Support
Overall, a number of parents who provided comments discussed the parent support network
(n=47). Threefourths of these parents (75%) conveyed dissatisfaction with the netwdk of

support provided to parents, with many mentioning the lack of parent training sessions or
disappointment with the scheduling or format of parent training and information sessions.
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

1 | cannotsay enough about the dedication, professionalism, and support | saw in all with whom | had contact.
In the past few years, there has been an increase in the number of opportunities for parent networking and
training

1 [The teachers] were my network of parestipport. This year | will be able to get more opportunities to take
advantage of the parent training and support | was referred to during the IEP process. Now that | am able to
drive, | can be more involved in a support network.

Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

1 School provides no support network for parents of students with disabilities. Not a lot of other sources in
Southeast Connecticut. Parents travel to participate in support activities.
1 I have not received information on support groups that Ircattend. It is very hard with the school system
having a child with disabilities. They don't have any information. It's like if you don't ask or find out from
OTTATTA Al OA EGBO T10 1T £EAOAA8 ) EAOA yeliknbwabdutitA D OT COA
1 The school is poor at helping parents secure and navigate state resources or providing a network of advice and
services to parents that may be helpful to their child.
1  The parent education sessions are most often, if not exclusieéfigred during the day. As a working parent, |
am not able to attend these sessions.
1 E-training or webinars would be more convenient for me to get parent training. | informally network with
parents of other children both in and outside of school

My Childd6 © 3 EEI 1 O

16 AAT AA OAAT ET &EGCOOA 6)8yh TTA ET &£ OO0 PAOAT O
1 AGAT O 1T O POI COAOOS | £ OEAOGA wxy OAODPI T AAT OOh oob
parents who were satisfied often mentioned acaderno and cognitive achievement gains, focusing on

improving grades and enhanced learning gains. Others focused on changes in behaviors, including

increased confidence and improved social skills. For parents who were dissatisfied with their

AEEIT A3 OBHM itheiockisind@s mostly on a failure to improve academically and cognitively.
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Note: The n represents the total number of parents out of 392 that discussed that particular topic. The percentages in the
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Comments Expressing Satisfaction

1 My sonhas been getting help for the last five years. He has shown progress every year. We are very satisfied by his
improvement and by the help he is getting in school. He is more confident and capable than before.

1  The professional collaboration by everyone inet school has been a great help to the progress my daughter has had
and it is every important to have acceptance and constant support for our child. [English translation]
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I was very happy with my overall experience with my son's education in high schsal him grow from this shy

little boy in 9th grade to this very opeminded young man in 12th grade. Thanks to special education team, my

son is graduating on Monday with A's and B's.

Our child has received exceptional services from a thoughtful andgssibnal staff. She has made tremendous
progress as a result.

[My son] was in the 4th grade and couldn't read at all, and had very bad behavior problem. His behavior problem
was a result of his lack of reading. Once we were able to identify this probleens¢hool officials and | went to

work. Today [my son] reads very well and his bad behavior has decreased considerably. He's not acting out in order
to hide the fact that he could not read.

Comments Expressing Dissatisfaction

il

| feel my son is just beingushed through to high school. | also strongly feel he will graduate high school with less
than a high school education. He is entering 9th grade with maybe a 5th grade education. We feel our hands are
tied with this.

My 4th grade child has had major regssion from the beginning of services in 2nd grade to now. The school has
provided significant hours of services for years with no improvements, they also never initiated any changes to his
regime or a PPT (excluding annual), and they failed to heed theialss signs of failure.

| am very concerned that my child is not being challenged academically and while the school has been very helpful
and informative in regards to the meetings, they don't seem willing to increase the level in my daughter's subjects
She is currently reading at a lower grade level than she should be and the math is way behind for her age level
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Section VII: Comparisons by Survey Year

The following section discusses overall trends in parent survey outcomes over the past sevyears.
As was previously mentioned, the survey was sent to an initial sample of 21 districts in 200,
followed by a sample of approximately 30 districts per year through 20141, with the initial
sample of 21 districts resurveyed during this most recat survey cycle (201£12). The survey
response rate and the accompanying nedeliverable rate have remained relatively stable across
the seven years; with a slight dip in the response rate and a slight uptick in the naieliverable rate
both occurring this year (see Table VII.1). Respondent demographics have also shown little
variance across the years (see Appendix D).

Table VII.1: Survey Response Rate by Year

Year Districts Surveys Surveys Response Non-Deliverable
Sent Received Rate Rate

2005-2006 6,305 1,387 22.0% 3.8%
2006-2007 9,877 2,020 20.5% 6.1%
2007-2008 31 10,323 2,306 22.3% 4.7%
2008-2009 30 9,152 1,874 20.5% 6.0%
2009-2010 29 8,427 1,813 21.5% 4.3%
2010-2011 29 9,251 1,870 20.2% 5.7%
2011-2012 21 6,143 1,097 17.9% 8.4%

Overall, a very slight upward trend in parent satisfaction has emerged across the seven years of the

survey. However, the change has been incremental, with few (if any) substantial difference visible

across time. For the purpose of this section of the rept, the subsequent discussion focuses on a

select number of survey statements that have been organized into one of three categories: slight

ObxAOA OOAT Ah 11T AAOAOGA ObxAOA OOAT Ah AT A OIl ECEO A
satisfaction trend over the 7-year period, with the lowest and highest data points also listed.

(Sparklines for all survey statements are included in Appendix D.)

Slight Upward Trends in Satisfaction

Across the four sections of the survey listed here, there was a slighpward trend from Year 1 to
Year 7 across 25 of the 29 statements. However, for all but one of these statements, the difference
was less than five percentage points.

T 3A0EOAZLZEAA xE OE [Q11]: WEek pafedtOver@ aske@ iDthely have the
i DPT 0OOOT EOU O OAIT E Oi OEAEO AEEI AGO OAAAEAOQO
in Year 1 compared to 93.1% in Year 7, a difference of less than 1 percentage point. The
greatest difference inthis section of the survey occurred when parents were asked if
general education teachers make accommodations and modifications as indicated on their
AEEI A0 ) %0 ¢ l1pnyYh AT ET AOAAOCA T &£ 1t PAOAAT OACA
compared to 89.2%).

s s oA oz o~z

T 0OAOOEAEDPAOEIT ET $AOGAIT PET ¢ [®12423): BimilakyjiKhT OET C -
the next section of the survey the differences between Year 1 and Year 7 were relatively
small. Approximately 95% of parents in both Year 1 and Year 7 indicated thidiey
Ol AAOOOAT A xEAO EO AEOAOOOAA AO 1 AAOGET ¢cO O AA
percentage points) [Q14]. In addition, the majority of parents in both years agreed that they
AOA AT AT OOACAA O1 AA AT ANOAdnd dhdrGevicd O x EOE OEA
providers [Q19] (86.3% compared to 89.0%, an increase of 2.7 percentage points).
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Table VII.2: Levels of Satisfaction

CT Special Education Parent Survey ltem Agreement Across Years (05-06 to 11-12) Low High

SAOEOZAAOQEI 1T mdg@E -U #EEI ABO

1¢d )y EAOA OEA 1 BDDBI 0001 E(
on a regular basis to discuss my questions and 92.2% e —=e 93.1% 92.1% | 93.6%
concerns.

Q10: General education teachers make accommodations

T T o 20 o——— —® 89.2% 29 49
Al'A || AEEAEAAOEI T O AO EI. 85.2% 85.2% | 90.4%

ET $AOGAITPEI ¢ AT A )i blAi AT OET ¢

Q14: | understand what is discussed at meetings to 95.1% e— ® 95.3%

0, 0,
AAGAT T D T U AEEI AGO ) %038 95.1% | 96.6%

lpwg 7EAT xA EIPIATATO iU
AT AT OGOACAA O AA AT ANO,. 86.3% o— —* 89.0% 86.3% | 90.9%
teachers and other service providers.

Note: The level of agreement includes all parents that selected strongly, moderately or slightly agree.

1 -U #EEI A& O [QrA@D):EWhErEadkédHfitheir child has the opportunity to
participate in schooksponsored activities, such as field trips, assemblies and social events
[Q24], 96.8% of parents agreed in Year 7 compared to 94.6% in Year 1, a difference of 2.2
DAOAAT OACA bPi ET 008 (T xAOAOh xEAT AO&thah EE OEA
are necessary for their child to participate in extracurricular activities [Q27], a larger
difference emerged between Year 1 and Year 7, a difference of 8 percentage points (63.8%
compared to 71.8%).

1 - U #EEI [8Q40} Eifmally) wben askedf their child is learning skills that will
enable him/her to be as independent as possible, a similar number of parents agreed across
the seven years (85.5% in Year 1 compared to 86.9% of parents in Year 7, a difference of 1.4
percentage points).

Table VII.3: Levels of Satisfaction

CT Special Education Parent Survey Iltem ‘ Agreement Across Years (05-06 to 11-12) ‘ Low ‘

Q24: My child has the opportunity to participate in 0
- ) . *~— —@ 96.8%
schoolsponsored activities such as field trips, 94.6% ’ 94.6% | 96.8%
assemblies and social events (dances, sports events

1¢xd -U AEEI AGO OAEITI1 DOl
staff, that are necessary for my child to participate in
) o 63.8% | 72.5%
extracurricular school activities (for example, clubs 63.8% e——— °© /1.8% 0 ?

and sports).
-U #EEI AGO 3EEIIT O

Q39: My child is learning skills that will enable him/her to

. . 85500 &——————® 86.9% 85.2% | 88.3%
be as independent as possible.

Note: The level of agreement includes all parents that selected strongly, moderately or slightly agree.
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Moderate Upward Trends in Satisfaction

Differences in parent agreement were more evident in the transition planning section of the survey
[Q28-Q34]. When Year 1 to Year 7 responses were examined there was a difference of more than 5
percentage points across 6 dhe 7 statements. Two survey statements pertaining to secondary
transition [Q31 and Q33] resulted in the largest increase in parent satisfaction over the seven
years1o

T -1TO0A OEAT ymb T £ PAOAT OO ACOAAA OEAO OEA o004
transition to adulthood [Q31] in Year 7 compared to 60.9% in Year 1, a difference of almost
20 percentage points.

9 In addition, when asked if the PPT discussed an appropriate course of study at the high
school for their child [Q33], approximately 90% of parats agreed in Year 7 compared to
less than threequarters (71.8%) of parents in Year 1, a difference of roughly 18 percentage
points.

Table VII.4: Levels of Satisfaction

CT Special Education Parent Survey ltem Agreement Across Years (05-06 to 11-12)
l1opg 4EA 004 ET OOT AGAAA DI 80.6% 60.9% | 80.6%
transition to adulthood. 60.9% ,/__V’_. =7 =7

Q33: The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study ¢ —© 90.1% o o
the high school for my child. 718% o 71.8% | 90.1%

Note: The level of agreement includes all parents that selected strongly, moderately or slightly agree.

Slight Downward Trend in Satisfaction

In the parent training and support section of the survey [Q358)38], there were relatively few
differences in satsfaction from Year 1 to Year 7. However, for two of these statements [Q37 and
Q38], there was a slight decrease in parent satisfaction.

1 When asked if there are opportunities for parent training and information sessions
regarding special education proided by the school district [Q37], 52.2% of parents agreed
in Year 7 compared to 54.8% in Year 1, a decrease of 2.6 percentage points.

1 Similarly, 56.0% of Year 7 parents indicated that a support network for parents of students
with disabilities is available through the school district or other sources [Q38] compared to
59.4% of parents in Year 1, a decrease of 3.4 percentage points.

Table VII.5: Levels of Satisfaction

CT Special Education Parent Survey ltem Agreement Across Years (05-06 to 11-12)

Q37: There are opportunities for parent training or
information sessions regarding special education
POl OEAAA AU U AEEI ABO |

0,
548% & _———e 522% 45.0% | 54.8%

Q38: A supp_ort petwork for parents of students with 59.4% e 56.0%
disabilities is available to me through myschool

district or other sources.
Note: The level of agreement includes all parents that selected strongly, moderately or slightly agree.

46.9% | 59.4%

10 The agespecific nature of transition planning naturally restricts the number of parents for which thesestatements[Q28-Q34] are
applicable and as a result, considerably fewer parents answerathtementsin this section.
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Appendix A: Methodological & Data Limitations

There are a number of importantmethodological and data issues that should be considered when

interpreting the CT Special Education Parent Survey results. Like all sample surveys, the data

collected in the parent survey are an estimate of the true proportion in the population.

Consequerly, survey results are always subject to some degree of error or bias. Survey error is
AAEET AA AO OEA OOUOOA ieditdioll valudfdm heimé dopulbtidh valleA OOOO0A
typically composed of two components sampling error and nonsamplirg erroritg 6 AEA AITT1T xE
section discusses two potential sources of nonsampling survey errgrmonresponse bias and

measurement errorz followed by a discussion of sample bias and its relationship to the

representativeness of the parent survey sample.
Nonresponse Bias

Nonresponse bias is associated with two factorsthe response rate and the degree to which those

xET OAOPTITA O A OOOOGAU AOA OUOOAI ACEAAT T U AEEEAOD
parent survey response rate was 17.9% andlthough comparable to other statewide parent survey

response rates; it would still be considered relatively low and suggest that the potential for

nonresponse bias should be assesséd.The second component of nonresponse bias is much more

difficult to measure as it requires estimating the degree to which differences in respondent and
TTTO0AOPTTAAT O AEAOAAOAOEOOEAO | OOAE AO OEA AEEI AB
(survey response). However, by comparing the response rates of key subgreupf the target

population, we can gain insight as to differences that do exist and theorize where the potential for

bias may be greatest.

The following tables include the demographic characteristics of students with disabilities included

in the 2011-2012 survey sample302 AODT T AAT 666 ET A1 OAA A1l AEEI AOA
DAOAT 6O OAOGOOT AA A Al i bl AOAA OOOOAUN xEAOAAOG OI11
disabilities whose parents were mailed, but did not return, a completed survey. The differees in

percentage points between the respondent and the nonrespondent groups are provided, as well as

the margin of error of the differences. (The margin of error of the difference represents the 95%

confidence interval around the estimate such that ifrte difference is +5% with a margin of error of

+1%, we can be 95% confident that the true difference is between +4% and +6%.)

11 Office of Management and BudgeStandards and Guidelines for Statistical Survey($eptember 2006).

12 The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) suggests that any survey with a response rate less than 85% be evalioated
nonresponse bias.

13 In order to compare the response rates of key subgroups, the CSDE demographic data were aligned with denfial IDs included on

all survey mailings (five surveys wereOA OO OT AA xEOET 00 ) $0O0 AT A OEAOA & OAlddnioraphic 11 O AA EAA
data presentedin this sectionreflects state-reported data and therefore may not necessarily aligwith the parent-reported demographic

data in Section Il.
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Table A.1 includes a comparison of the race distribution of students with disabilities for 2012012

parent survey respondentsand nonrespondents. These data suggest that parents of White students
were more likely to respond to the survey (i.e., overepresented in the respondent group)

compared to parents of Hispanic/Latino and Black/African American students, whom were under
represented in the respondent group.

Child's
Race/Ethnicity

White*

Hispanic/Latino of Any Race*
Black or African American*
Asian

Am. Indian/Alaskan Native

Two or More Races

Table A.1: Response Rate by Race/Ethnicity

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

(n=6,143)

55.4%

24.5%

16.2%
1.8%
0.9%
0.0%

65.3%
18.1%
12.5%
1.9%
0.7%
0.0%
1.5%

Survey Sample Respondents Nonrespondents
(n=1,092)

(n=5,051)
53.3%
25.8%
17.0%

1.8%
0.9%
0.0%
1.1%

Difference
(Resp:-Nonresp.)

12.0%
(7.7%)
(4.5%)
0.1%
(0.2%)
0.0%
0.4%

Margin of Error
of Difference

+3.1%
+2.6%
+2.2%
+0.9%
+0.6%
+0.0%
+0.8%

. 1T OAq [

AATT OAO

OOAOEOOEAAI

OECT EAEAAT AA AO OEA wupb Al

T ZEEAAT AA ET OAO

Table A.2 suggests that parents of youngehildren (ages 3 to 5 and ages 6 to 12) were more likely
to respond to the survey (ovefrepresented in the respondent group) compared to parents of
children ages 15 to 17, whom were underrepresented in the respondent group. This trend is

consistent with response rates from prior survey years and the survey sampling plan was designed
to try and offset this trend by purposively oversampling parents of older children.

Table A.2: Response Rate by Age

Child's Survey Samplﬁ Respondents| Nonrespondents Difference Margin of Error
Age (n=6,143) (n=1,092) (n=5,051) (Resp:-Nonresp.) | of Difference
3to5 11.3% 12.9% 10.9% 2.0% +2.2%
6 to 12* 46.3% 51.5% 45.1% 6.4% +3.3%
13to 14 15.9% 14.3% 16.3% (2.0%) +2.3%
15to 17* 20.9% 16.4% 21.9% (5.5%) +2.5%
18to 21 5.6% 4.9% 5.7% (0.8%) +1.4%
. 1 0Aq ' ¢ AATT OAO OOAOEOOEAAI OECI EEZEAAT AA AO OEA wub AT T EZEAAT A

Table A.3 illustrates a significant inverse relationship between socioeconomic status and parent
survey response rates. Parents of students with disabilities thaire not eligible for free or reduced
price lunch are overrepresented in the respondent grop, whereas parents of students with
disabilities that are eligible for free lunch are undefrepresented in the respondent group.

Table A.3: Response Rate by Free and Reduced Price Lunch

Eligible for Free and Survey Sample Respondents Nonrespondents Difference Margin of Error
Reduced Price Lunch  (n=6,143) (n=1,092) (n=5,051) (Resp:-Nonresp.)  of Difference
Not Eligible* 53.7% 64.5% 51.4% 13.1% +3.2%
Free Lunch* 41.2% 29.9% 43.7% (13.8%) + 3.0%
Reduced Price 5.0% 5.7% 4.9% 0.8% +1.5%
Note:! ¢ AATT OAO OOAOEOOEAAI OEGI EAEAAT AA AO OEA wupbp ATT ZEAAT AA ET OA
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Tables A.4 and A.5 include a comparison of the gender and ELL status of students with
disabilities for parent survey respondents and nonrespondents. These dathowed no
significant differences.

Table A.4: Response Rate by Gender

# EE1 A Survey Sample Respondents| Nonrespondents Difference Margin of Error
Gender (n=6,143) (n=1,092) (n=5,051) (Resp:-Nonresp.)  of Difference
Male 67.0% 66.5% 67.1% (0.6%) +3.1%
Female 33.0% 33.5% 32.9% 0.6% +3.1%
.1 O0Aq I ¢ AATT OAO OOAOEOOEAAI OEGI EEZEAAT AA AO OEA wub AT T £ZEAAT A

Table A.5: Response Rate by ELL Status

English Survey Sample Respondents| Nonrespondents Difference Margin of Error
Language Learner  (n=6,143) (n=1,092) (n=5,051) (Resp:Nonresp.)  of Difference
Yes 7.7% 6.4% 8.0% (1.6%) +1.6%
No 92.3% 93.6% 92.0% 1.6% +1.6%
.1 OAq I ¢ AATT OAO OOAOEOOEAAI OECGT ERE®&AT AA AO OEA wub AT T EEAAT AA

Lastly, among particular disability categories, parents of children with autism showed the largest
over-representation (7.7 percentage points) of parents in the respondent group (see Table A.6).
In contrast, parents of children with specific learing disabilities showed the largest under
representation (8.9 percentage points) among respondents, followed by parents of children with
an emotional disturbance (2.2 percentage points).

Table A.6: Response Rate by Disability

Child's SurveySample| Respondents' Nonrespondents Difference Margin of Error
Disability (n=6,143) (n=1,092) (n=5,051) (Resp:-Nonresp.)  of Difference
Specific Learning Disabilities* 31.4% 24.1% 33.0% (8.9%) +2.8%
Speech or Language Impaired 17.2% 18.2% 17.0% 1.2% +2.5%
OHI- ADD/ADHD 11.4% 11.5% 11.4% 0.1% +2.1%
Autism* 10.5% 16.8% 9.1% 7.7% +2.4%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 7.6% 8.2% 7.5% 0.7% +1.8%
Emotional Disturbance* 6.7% 4.9% 7.1% (2.2%) +1.5%
Developmental Delay (ages-3 only) 5.7% 6.7% 5.4% 1.3% +1.6%
Multiple Disabilities 4.1% 4.0% 4.2% (0.2%) +1.3%
Intellectual Disability 3.7% 4.1% 3.7% 0.4% +1.3%
Hearing Impairment 1.1% 1.0% 1.1% (0.1%) +0.7%
Traumatic Brain Injury 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% (0.1%) +0.2%
Visual Impairment 0.2% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1% +0.3%
Orthopedic Impairment 0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% +0.3%
DeafBlindness 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% + 0.0%
.1 O0Aq ! ¢ AATT OAO OOAOEOOEAAI OECI EEZEAAT AA AO OEA wub ATT ZEAAT AA ET O/
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Measurement Error

Measurement error is typicallycharacterized as the difference between the observed value of a
variable and the true value of that variable. In general, the source of measurement error can come
from four primary sources; the questionnaire, the data collection method, the interviewer {i
applicable) and the respondent Although the following examples from the 20132012 parent
OO00AU AT 11060 1TAAARAOOAOEI U EAAT OEAU A OOI OOAA
inconsistencies that could potentlally bias survey results. Both axples refer to the instructions
given on the survey as to how parents should select the appropriate disability for their child.

On the survey questionnaire, parents were asked to select only one disability category to identify
OEAEO AEEI| Addeler, Afcanhddedn ih @b Blloving table, although the majority (86.5%,
n=923) of survey respondents did select just one disability, 144 parents identified at least two
disabilities for their child. Of those respondents who selected multiple categ@s, OHHADD/HD

was chosen slightly more than ondalf (55.6%) of the time; followed by a specific learning

disability (50.7%) and a speech or language impairment (39.6%) (see Table A.7).

Table A.7: Surveys with Single and Multiple Disability Selection s

Number of Disabilities Selected by Parent

Child's e T —
Disability More than One
Percent n Percent

Specific Learning Disabilities 221 23.9% 73 50.7%
Autism 192 20.8% 36 25.0%
OHI- ADD/ADHD 157 17.0% 80 55.6%
Speech or Language Impaired 122 13.2% 57 39.6%
Multiple Disabilities 51 5.5% 22 15.3%
Intellectual Disability 36 3.9% 25 17.4%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 35 3.8% 18 12.5%
Developmental Delay (ages-5 only) 30 3.3% 20 13.9%
Emotional Disturbance 28 3.0% 20 13.9%
Hearing Impairment 9 1.0% 14 9.7%
Visual Impairment 5 0.5% 12 8.3%
DeafBlindness 4 0.4% 5 3.5%
Orthopedic Impairment 3 0.3% 4 2.8%
Traumatic Brain Injury 3 0.3% 4 2.8%
To Be Determined 7 0.8% 8 5.6%
Don't Know 20 2.2% 3 2.1%
Total Disability CategoriesSelected 923 100.0% 401 -

Note: Percentages are based on the number of respondents in each column: 923 respondents selected
one disability for their child; whereas 144 respondents identified multiple (n=401) disabilities (and
30 respondents did notanswer the question).

14 Office of Management and BudgeStatistical Working Paper 31: Measuring and Reporting Sources of Error in Survgysy 2001).
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In selecting a disability for their child, the survey questionnaire asked parents to choose the

AEOAAEI EOU AAOACIi OU OEAO AT OOAODPITAO xEOE OEA AEO
(which school districts report to the CSDE). The responsesditated by parents were compared

(through a confidential ID system) to the disability of the child as reported to the CSDE. Again,

Ai OEi OCE EO80 11060 Ai AAO xEAOA OEA AOOI O EO 1 AADOOO
OEAEO AE EywASn6t alaycAnBigdntivith what is on record. Among survey

respondents who selected a single disability category for their child, approximately ortird

joreanbq EAAT OEEZEAA A AEOAAEI EOU AE Z££AOAdie OEAT OE
66.0% (see Table A.8).

Table A.8: Survey-Reported versus IEP-Reported Child Disability

Surveys with One Disability Selected

Child's S b

Percent
Specific Learning Disabilities 221 149 67.4%
Autism 192 153 79.7%
OHI- ADD/ADHD 157 82 52.2%
Speech or Language Impaired 122 102 83.6%
Multiple Disabilities 51 27 52.9%
Intellectual Disability 36 18 50.0%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 35 26 74.3%
Developmental Delay (ages-5 only) 30 21 70.0%
Emotional Disturbance 28 20 71.4%
Hearing Impairment 9 6 66.7%
Visual Impairment 5 3 60.0%
DeafBlindness 4 0 0.0%
Orthopedic Impairment 3 2 66.7%
Traumatic Brain Injury 3 0 0.0%
To Be Determined 7 - -
Don't Know 20 - -
Total Disability CategoriesSelected 923 609 66.0%

Note: The survey response options "don't know" and "to be determined" are not available at
the CSDE level and are not included in the calculation of the percent total for “match to IEP."

Sample Bias and Representativeness of Survey Sample

The concept of representativeness is often mischaracterized to mean that particular demographics

I £/ OEA OAiI pi Ah OOAE AO AcAn CAT AAO AT A OAAA POARAE
Although a good sample will most likely cl® AT U OAOAI AT A OEA 1 AOCAO bpi poi A
representativein the sense that each sampled unit will represent the characteristics ofkmown

number of unitsin the population 156 yO0O EO OEA ETiT x1 DPOIT AAAEI EOU 1T &
estimates thus enabling inferences to be made about the larger population.

15 ohr, Sharon.Sampling: Design and Analysidacific GroveBrooks/Cole Publishing Company, 1999.

46 Appendix A



The parent survey sample is a probability sample with observations (both districts and students)

sampled with unequal probabilities of selection. As a result, survey results cannot generalized to
the larger population unless the data is weighted and additional complexities of the survey design,
such as stratification (by DRG and size) and clustering (districts sampled first) are considered.
However, in consultation with the CSDE, th level of analysis was determined to be beyond the

scope of this report, and as such a statistical analysis of the sample representativeness to the larger

special education population is not presented. The following tables, which include statewide and

sample demographics, are included for reference only.

Child's Race/Ethnicity (nszagﬂg) (ﬁgfgjggg) Difference
White 55.4% 57.2% (1.8%)
Hispanic/Latino of Any Race 24.5% 22.9% 1.6%
Black or African American 16.2% 15.7% 0.5%
Asian 1.8% 2.1% (0.3%)
Am. Indian/Alaskan Native 0.9% 0.4% 0.5%
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 0.0% 0.1% (0.1%)
Two or More Races 1.2% 1.6% (0.4%)

4AAT A 1'8pmnqd #EEI AdSampleCAd 3 OAOAxEAA AT A

o Sample Statewide .
Child's Age (n=6,143) (n=68,280) Difference

3to5 11.3% 11.7% (0.4%)
6to 12 46.3% 45.7% 0.6%
13to 14 15.9% 15.5% 0.4%
15to0 17 20.9% 21.6% (0.7%)
18 to 21 5.6% 5.7% (0.1%)

4AAT A 1'8ppd #EEI Ad OSam@eAAAd 3 O0AO0OAxEAA AT A

o Sample Statewide .

Child's Grade (n=6,143) (n=68,280) Difference
Preschool 6.6% 6.8% (0.2%)
Elementary 36.2% 36.5% (0.3%)
Middle 25.6% 24.2% 1.4%
High 31.6% 32.5% (0.9%)

4A4AAT A 18pcqg #EEI AB3O0 ' AT AAOg 30AO0AXxEAA AT A

o Sample Statewide .
Child's Gender (n=6,143) (n=68,280) Difference

Male 67.0% 68.8% (1.8%)
Female 33.0% 31.2% 1.8%
47
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Sample Statewide

(n=6.143)  (n=68,280)  D'fterence
Specific Learning Disabilities 31.4% 30.8% 0.6%
Speech or Language Impaired 17.2% 18.1% (0.9%)
OHI- ADD/ADHD 11.4% 10.7% 0.7%
Autism 10.5% 10.0% 0.5%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 7.6% 7.1% 0.5%
Emotional Disturbance 6.7% 7.8% (1.1%)
Developmental Delay (ages-5 only) 5.7% 6.3% (0.6%)
Multiple Disabilities 4.1% 4.0% 0.1%
Intellectual Disability 3.7% 3.6% 0.1%
Hearing Impairment 1.1% 1.0% 0.1%
Traumatic Brain Injury 0.2% 0.2% 0.0%
Visual Impairment 0.2% 0.3% (0.1%)
Orthopedic Impairment 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
DeafBlindness 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Appendix B: Overall Survey Response Table

Overall Survey Response Table

DISAGREE

CT SPECIAL EDUCATION
PARENT SURVEY ITEM

Slightly
Slightly
Moderately
Strongly
Don't Know

s B
s | i
5 B

=

Satisfaction with My Child's Program

1. ) Al OAOEOZEEAA x

overall special education program. 1:082 | 45.1% | 30.5% | 11.2% | 86.8% | 3.8% | 3.4%  6.0%  132%  °

2. | have the opportunity to talk to
my child's teachers on a regular

basis to discuss my questions and| 1087 | 62.7% | 20.8% = 9.6% | 93.1% | 3.1%  20%  17% | 69% | °

concerns.
3. -U AEEI A8O OAEIT I
shortened to accommodate 318 | 20.8% | 11.0% | 8.8% | 40.6% | 4.7% | 4.4% | 50.3% | 59.4% | °

his/her transportation needs.

4. My child has been sent home from
schooldue to behavioral
difficulties (not considered
suspension).

5. My child is accepted within the
school community.

6. -U AEEI A8O )1 AEC
Education Program (IEP) is

meeting his or her edicational
needs.

480 | 11.0% | 4.0% | 6.3% | 21.3% | 3.8% | 3.5% | 71.5% | 78.8% °

1,063 | 59.5% | 23.0% | 9.0% | 91.5% | 2.9% | 3.0% | 2.5% | 8.5% °

1,084 | 45.8% | 28.8% | 10.1% | 84.7% | 4.8% | 4.0% | 6.2% | 14.9% | 0.4%

7. All special education services

EAAT OEAEAA ET 1 01,082 53.5% 243% | 7.9% | 857% | 44%  3.6% 4.3% | 12.3% | 2.0%
been provided.

8. Staff is appropriately trained and

ableOi DOT OEAA 1 U | 1088/ 52.8%  242% 88% | 858% | 42% | 2.8% | 57% | 12.7% | 1.5%
program and services.

9. Special education teachers make
accommodations and
modifications as indicated on my
child's IEP.

10. General education teachers make
accommodations and
modifications as indicated on my
child's IEP.

11. Generaleducation and special
education teachers work together
to assure that my child's IEP is
being implemented.

1,071 | 59.5% | 22.8% | 7.8% | 90.1% | 3.1% | 2.1% | 3.0% | 8.1% | 1.8%

1,012 | 50.7% | 26.0% | 10.5% | 87.2% | 3.5% | 3.6% | 3.6% | 10.6% | 2.3%

1,021 | 53.6% | 23.3% | 9.2% | 86.1% | 3.3% | 3.5% | 4.2% | 11.1% | 2.8%

Table is continued on the next page
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Overall Survey Response Table (continued)

CT SPECIAL EDUCATION
PARENT SURVEY ITEM

Participation in Developing and Implementing My Child's Program
. In my child's school, administrators

and teachers encourage parent
involvement in order to improve
services and results for children
with disabilities.

1,077

Siige]ale]\Y

53.7%

Moderately

22.7%

Slightly

11.6%

88.0%

Slightly

4.0%

DISAGREE

Moderately

2.8%

Strongly

5.2%

12.0%

Don't Know

13.

10 1T AROGET ¢cO OI £
Individualized Education Program
(IEP), | feel encouraged to give
input and express my concerns.

1,082

66.1%

18.2%

7.6%

91.9%

2.8%

1.8%

3.6%

8.1%

14.

[ under§tqng whqt is giscussed at
i AAGET cO O AAOGH
IEP.

1,084

67.7%

20.8%

6.7%

95.3%

2.2%

1.1%

1.4%

4.7%

15.

My concerns and recommendation
are documented inthe
development of my child's IEP.

1,078

59.7%

21.8%

9.6%

91.2%

3.2%

2.4%

3.2%

8.8%

16.

My child's evaluation report is
written in terms | understand.

1,086

57.6%

24.8%

10.6%

92.9%

2.7%

1.6%

2.9%

7.1%

17.

Planning and Placement Team

(PPT) meetings for my child have
been scheduled at times and place
that met my needs.

1,085

67.1%

19.3%

6.3%

92.6%

2.8%

1.6%

3.0%

7.4%

18.

AtmychEl A6O 004h O
district proposed programs and
OAOOEAAOG O1 1 AAC
individual needs.

1,075

52.7%

22.9%

11.3%

86.9%

3.9%

3.2%

6.0%

13.1%

19.

7EAT xA EI DBl AT Al
IEP, I am encouraged to be an equ
partner with my child's teachers
and other service providers.

1,076

55.5%

22.2%

11.3%

89.0%

5.0%

2.4%

3.5%

11.0%

20.

) EAOGA OAAAEOAA
IEP within 5 school days after the
PPT.

1,076

69.4%

17.6%

5.3%

92.3%

3.0%

1.4%

3.3%

7.7%

21.

If necessary, a translator was
provided at the PPT meetings.

174

66.7%

19.5%

6.9%

93.1%

1.1%

1.1%

4.6%

6.9%

22.

The translation services provided
at the PPT meetings were useful
and accurate.

179

60.3%

26.3%

6.1%

92.7%

2.2%

1.1%

3.9%

7.3%

23.

The school district proposed tle
regular classroom for my child as
the first placement option.

955

62.3%

17.1%

5.9%

85.2%

1.0%

1.6%

6.6%

9.2%

5.5%
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Overall Survey Response Table (continued)
DISAGREE

CT Special Education
Parent Survey Item

Strongly
Don't Know

= > >
= 3} > > (0]
o) = = = =
c g = = o
o () =2 (o) (7]
= o = = o
n o n ] o

= =

My Child's Participation

24. My child has the opportunity to
participate in schoolsponsored
activities such as field trips, 1,050 | 82.7% | 10.4% | 3.7% | 96.8% | 0.6% | 0.7% | 2.0% | 3.2% °
assemblies and social events
(dances, sports events).

25. My child has the opportunity to
participate in extracurricular
school activities such as sportsor | 975 | 74.8% | 11.5% | 55% | 91.8% | 1.8% | 0.8% | 55% | 8.2% °
clubs with children without
disabilities.

26. My child has been denied access t
non-school sponsored community | 667 | 6.7% | 4.0% | 4.0% | 14.8% | 4.8% | 4.6% | 75.7% | 85.2% e
activities due to his/her disability.

27.-U AEEI A3O OAEITI
supports, such as extra staff, that
S;eni'l?;:tzsﬁ%;‘t’:arggrﬁ'c‘:?aﬁo 625 | 38.2% | 15.0% | 7.7% | 61.0% | 3.7% | 4.5%  15.8%  24.0% @ 15.0%
school activities (for example, clubs
and sports).

Transition Planning for Preschoolers

(Only answer Q28 if your child has transitioned from early intervention (Birth to Three) to Preschool in the past 3 years.) ‘
28. | am satisfied with the school

district's transition activities that o
took place when my child left Birth 218 | 61.0% | 19.7% | 8.3% | 89.0% | 1.8% | 2.3% | 6.9% | 11.0%

to Three.

Transition Planning for Secondary Students

(Only answer Q29Q34 if your child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting.)

29. | am satisfied with the way
secondary transition services were| 228 | 44.3% | 27.2% | 14.0% | 85.5% | 3.1% | 5.3% | 6.1% | 14.5% °
implemented for my child.

30. When appropriate, outside agencie
have been invited to participate in | 181 | 34.8% | 20.4% | 10.5% | 65.7% | 5.5% | 3.3% | 9.4% | 18.2% | 16.0%
secondary transition planning.

31. The PPT introduced planning for

my child's transition to adulthood. | 217 | 41.9% | 29.5% | 9.2% | 80.6% | 6.0% | 3.2%  10.1% 19.4% | °

32. The school district actively
encourages my child to attend and| 265 | 75.8% | 13.6% | 3.4% | 92.8% | 1.5% | 1.9% | 3.8% | 7.2% °
participate in PPT meetings.

33. The PPT discussed an appropriate
course of study at the high school | 253 | 57.7% | 22.9% | 9.5% | 90.1% | 3.6% | 1.6% | 4.7% | 9.9% °
for my child.

34. The PPT developed individualized
goals for my child related to
employment/postsecondary
education, independent living and
community participation, if
appropriate.

241 | 46.9% | 23.2% | 11.6% | 81.7% | 3.7% | 6.2% | 8.3% | 18.3% °

Table is continued on the next page
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Overall Survey Response Table (continued)
DISAGREE

CT Special Education
Parent Survey Item

Slightly
Don't Know

Moderately
Strongly

= >
= 3} >
[)] b =
c = <
o [} =)
= ke =
n o 0
=

Parent Training and Support

35. In the past year, | have attended
parent training or information
sessions (provided by my district,
other districts or agencies) that
addressed the needs of parents an
of children with disabilities.

677 | 25.6% | 9.2% | 7.4% | 42.1% | 5.9% | 6.2% | 45.8% | 57.9% °

36. | am involved in a support network
for parents of students with
disabilities available through my
school district or other sources.

37. There are opportunities for parent
training or information sessions

659 | 16.2% | 8.8% | 8.0% | 33.1% | 5.9% | 7.7% | 53.3% | 66.9% °

regarding special education | 882 | 18.0% | 10.2% | 8.7% | 37.0% | 4.5% | 5.0% | 24.4% | 33.9% | 29.1%
poi OEAAA AU 1T U A
district.

38. A support network for parents of
students with disabilities is
available to me through my school
district or other sources.

My Child's Skills |

39. My child is learning skills that will
enable him/her to be as 1,012 | 52.0% | 22.4% | 12.5% | 86.9% | 3.6% | 3.3% | 6.3% | 13.1% °
independent as possible.

40. My child is learning skills that will
lead to a high school diploma, 972 | 53.7% | 20.9% | 12.2% | 86.8% | 3.7% | 2.6% | 6.9% | 13.2% °
further education, or a job.

Note: The number of respondents (n) excludes those who selected "not applicable."
° Not a response option for this survey item.

889 | 19.7% | 10.8% | 7.6% | 38.1% | 3.8% | 4.9% | 21.1% | 29.9% | 31.9%
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Appendix C: Survey Response by Demographics

The following charts illustrate the response pattern of survey respondents by primary eligibility for

services, age, race/ethnicitygender placementand the language (English or Spanish) in which the

parent responded to the survey Each chart includeghe percentage of respondents within a

demographic category to agree to a survey statement (length of the bar); with the strength of the

agreement (slightly, moderately and strongly) represented by the shading of the b#r.The total

number of respondents(n) for each demographic group includes all respondents who selected a

OAODPiI T OA T OEAO OEAT O1T1 0 ApbPi EAAAI A6 AT A OAT 180 E

The race/ethnicity categories of Asian/Pacific Islander and Americaimdian/Alaskan Native, as
well as the disability categories of deablindness, traumatic brain injury, and hearing, visual and
orthopedic impairment are not included in the charts due to the small number of survey
respondents in these categorie$’ In addition, any demographic category with five or less
responses to an individual survey statement is not included in the bar chart for that particular
statement.

16 Presenting the information in this format (only representing agreement) allows for a quick visual comparison of response paths;
however, the percentage of respondents to disagree can be found by simply subtractithe percent to agree from 100%.

17 Disability data presented in this sectiorreflects state-reported data. Survey-reported disability data was not used as a substantial
number of parents selected more than e disability for their child. As a result, itbecomes difficult to interpret differences in survey
responses across disabilities, as parents appearing in multiple groups would bias the results.
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QL |

program.

am

ADD/HD (n=126)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=52)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=257)

Multiple (n=44)

sati sf i dspecialiedubatiomy

[T 76.2%
T 37.3%
T 4 .5%
[ T 75.8%

[ T I o5 5%
T 39.5%
[T 77.3%

ct Q2 |

have

the opportunity t

basis to discuss my questiarsd concerns.

ADD/HD (n=125)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=261)

Multiple (n=44)

[ T S5.0%
[ T ©1.2%
[ I ©5.9%
[ ™ I 36.8%

[ T N ©7.7%
[ T 03.5%
[T 05.5%

OHI(n=89) [ T I 53.1% OHI (n=88) TN 9/.3%
Speech (n=196) [ G 30.3% Speech (n=197) [ TG 5 .0%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Q3 My chil dds school day has b Q4: Mychild has been sent home from school due to behavioral
his/her transportation needs. difficulties (not considered suspension).
ADD/HD (n=39) [T 43.6% ADD/HD (n=60) [T 31.7%
Autism (n=58) [T 31.0% Autism (n=83) [THE 15.7%
DD (n=26) [ [N 42.3% DD (n=31) [THl 12.9%
ED (n=24) [N 41.7% ED (n=36) [ TN 47.2%
ID (n=19) [ T 52.6% ID (n=25) [ THEEE 32.0%
SLD (n=54) [ T'HEEEE 37.0% SLD (n=105) [_THM 19.0%
Multiple (n=19) [T 47.4% Multiple (n=24) [l 12.5%
OHI (n=22) [ THE 31.8% OHI (n=33) [T 21.2%
Speech (n=50) [ "IN 44.0% Speech (n=77) Tl 11.7%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[ Slightly Agree [ Moderately Agree M Strongly Agree

Note: DD=developmental delay; ED=emotional disturbance; ID=intellectual disability; SLD=specific learning disability;
Multiple=multiple disabilities; OHI=other health impairment; and Speech=speech or language impaired.
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Q5: My child is accepted within the school community.

ADD/HD (n=122)
Autism (n=177)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=42)

SLD (n=255)
Multiple (n=43)
OHI (n=87)

Speech (n=192)

0%

Q7: All special educatios er vi ces

been provided.

ADD/HD (n=120)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=50)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=251)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=86)

Speech (n=193)

0%

L1 Slightly Agree

[ T I S85.2%

[ T N S87.6%
[, O 7 .3%
[ I 54.9%
[, ©7.6%
[ I 04.1%
[T I 51.4%

[ I, 00.8%
T, ©6.4%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

[ T 51.7%
[ SS.3%
[, ©7.2%
[ T 76.0%
[ I ©0.9%
[ S7.6%
[T I 79.5%

[ ™ 86.0%
[T S9.6%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

identifie Q8Staff
specific program and services.

Q6: My

ADD/HD (n=126)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=52)

ID (n=45)

SLD (n=256)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=194)

0%

ADD/HD (n=124)
Autism (n=179)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=52)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=258)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=86)

Speech (n=193)

0%

O Moderately Agree

chil dbés

i s

| EP i s meeting
[ T I 77.8%

[ T E 82.9%
[ N 01.7%
[ ™ N 73.1%

[ ™ N 93.3%
[ T 86.3%
[T N 72.7%

[ ™ I 84.3%
[ 00.2%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

appropriately

[ T 51.5%

[ T 52.1%
[T, ©7.2%
[T 78.8%
T N 03.2%
[ T, 00.7%
[ T N 51.8%

[ T I 51.4%
[ I, ©0.7%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

M Strongly Agree
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Q9: Special education teachers mai@ommodations and
modi fications as indicated on

ADD/HD (n=123) [ 57.0%
T I 0.4 %
[ A 05.5%
I S %
(I I 100.0%
I I ©3.6%
[ ©0.7%
(I A c5.9%

Speech (n=189) [ T "IN ©1.5%

Autism (n=178)
DD (n=68)

ED (n=51)

ID (n=43)

SLD (n=251)
Multiple (n=43)

OHI (n=85)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Q11: General education and special education teachers work toget Q12: | n

toassurd¢ hat my childés | EP is bei

ADD/HD (n=123) [T I S5.4%
T I S6.5%
[ 05.2%
(T 76.1%
[T ©2.0%
T ©0.7%
T I S5/
I I S5.2%

[ T 01.7%

Autism (n=156)
DD (n=56)

ED (n=46)

ID (n=42)

SLD (n=246)
Multiple (n=41)
OHI (n=81)

Speech (n=181)

Q10: General education teachers make accommodations and
modi fications as indicated on

ADD/HD (n=122) [T 56.1%
I I co.1%
(T, 065
(T I 77.3%
(I N 02.7%
[ ©0.4%
[ I I 00.0%
I 56.4%

Speech (n=179) [ I ©1.6%

Autism (n=156)
DD (n=57)

ED (n=44)

ID (n=41)

SLD (n=250)
Multiple (n=40)

OHI (n=81)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

my childés school, admi
parent involvement in order to improve services and results for
children with disabilities.

ADD/HD (n=125) [ T S7.2%
T I 56.5%
T S0 .0%
T I 51.1%
I A 02.9%
I SS.0%6
[ I S5.6%
T A S .3%

Speech (n=193) [ I 00.7%

Autism (n=178)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=42)

SLD (n=259)
Multiple (n=44)

OHI (n=89)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[1Slightly Agree O Moderately Agree M Strongly Agree
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Ql3: At meet

i ngs t olERI kfeeleehcoupagerhtp

give inputand express my concerns.

ADD/HD (n=126)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=52)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=257)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=196)

0%

Q15: My concerns and recommendations are documented in the Q16: My
devel opment

ADD/HD (n=125)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=45)

SLD (n=256)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=86)

Speech (n=195)

0%

[ T 38.9%
[ T 01.1%

[ T 05 .9%
T S6.5%
[, 100.0%
[, 0696
[ 03.2%6

[ T I 35.8%
[T ©2.3%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

of my childbds |

T 5o .60
[T ©0.0%
T 00.4%
T ©0.6%
[T I 03.3%
T 03.0%
T C5.6%0

[ N 57.2%
[ 02.8%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

¢+ Q14: I understand what is discussed at meetings to develop my

childoés |

ADD/HD (n=125)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=52)

ID (n=45)

SLD (n=257)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=198)

0%

EP

ADD/HD (n=126)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=45)

SLD (n=258)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=197)

0%

EP.

[ T 02.8%
[ T I ©6.1%
[, 05 .9%
[ T I, 04 .2%6
[ . 00.0%
[ I, OS.3%
[, 05 .5%
[ T I 03.3%
[, ©S.5%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

¢ hevaluatiébngeport is written in terms | understand.

T 50.7%
T 0/ 4%
(T A o5 .9%
T A 0/ 3%
T, 05 .6
I I 3.4 %
[T 00.9%
[ T 01.0%
T ©1.9%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

L1 Slightly Agree O Moderately Agree M Strongly Agree
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Q17: PPT meetings for my child have been scheduled attimes a Q18: A t

places that met my needs.

ADD/HD (n=124)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=45)

SLD (n=260)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=196)

0%

Q19: Wh e n
equal

we

ADD/HD (n=124)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=51)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=256)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=194)

0%

L1 Slightly Agree

partner

[ T I, 57.1%
[ I ©4.5%
[ I S6. 1%
[ I, ©0.6%
T 03.3%
[ N, 05 .0%
[, 05.5%
[ I, 04.4%
[T ©2.3%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

i mpl ement
wi t h

my
my chi

[ T S5.5%
[ T N 87.3%
[ 00.3%
[ T 53.2%
[ T I 03.2%
[ T 02.2%
[T N 54.1%
[ T N 56.5%
[ T I 00.2%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

services

child Q20:lhave
| d 6 s afterthe PPT.

my ¢

ADD/HD (n=123)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=72)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=254)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=89)

Speech (n=194)

0%

ADD/HD (n=125)
Autism (n=180)
DD (n=73)

ED (n=53)

ID (n=44)

SLD (n=255)
Multiple (n=44)
OHI (n=88)

Speech (n=193)

0%

O Moderately Agree

t o individeatneedsy

received a

hilddés PPT, t

[ T S2.1%

[ T 53.4%
[ I 0/ .4%
[ T 7°.2%
T ©3.2%
T S5.6%
T 7.3%
T 37.6%
[T 50.7%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

copy of

[ ©2.0%
[T I 57.2%
[ I 04.5%
[, ©4.3%
[ 05 .5%
[T, 03.3%
[ T 00.9%
[ I ©2.0%
[, 04.3%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

M Strongly Agree
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Q21: If necessary, a translator was provided at the PPT meeting: Q22: The translation services provided at the PR&etings were
useful and accurate.

ADD/HD (n=21)
Autism (n=13)
DD (n=9)

ED (n=10)

ID (n=14)

SLD (n=39)
Multiple (n=5)
OHI (n=11)

Speech (n=44)

[ 00.5%
T ©2.3%
T I 100.0%
T 30.0%
T 100.0%
T ©7.4%
[ I 100.0%
[ T  ©0.9%
[T 58.6%

ADD/HD (n=21)
Autism (n=15)
DD (n=8)

ED (n=9)

ID (n=13)

SLD (n=43)
Multiple (n=7)
OHI (n=10)

Speech (n=43)

T I 100.0%
[T 56.7%
[ 100.0%
T 100.0%
[ 100.0%
T ©0.7%
[ 100.0%
| I 50.0%
[T 55.4%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Q23: The school district proposed the regular classroom for my
child as the first placement option.

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Q24: My child has the opportunity to participate in school
sponsored activities such as field trips, assembliessocial events
(dances, sports events).

ADD/HD (n=107)
Autism (n=154)
DD (n=48)

ED (n=45)

ID (n=34)

SLD (n=225)
Multiple (n=37)
OHI (n=74)

Speech (n=160)

0%

L1 Slightly Agree

[T I 59.7%
[T 56.4%
T 03.8%
[ T 30.0%

[ T 58.2%
[ T 05.6%
[ ™ I 73.0%

[ T S5.1%
T 05.0%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ADD/HD (n=124)
Autism (n=181)
DD (n=64)

ED (n=50)

ID (n=43)

SLD (n=254)
Multiple (n=43)
OHI (n=85)

Speech (n=185)

0%

O Moderately Agree

[ T 96.0%
[, ©4.5%
[ 08.4%
[, ©6.0%
[ 05.3%
N 08.8%
[ T 03.0%
[ T 04.1%
N 08.9%

20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

M Strongly Agree
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Q25: My child has the opportunity to participate in extracurricular Q26: My child has been denied access to-4sohool sponsored
school activities such as sports or clubs witHdriein without

disabilities.

ADD/HD (n=117)
Autism (n=159)
DD (n=48)

ED (n=50)

ID (n=39)

SLD (n=250)
Multiple (n=39)
OHI (n=79)

Speech (n=175)

0%

Q27: My chi

| doés

[ T 94.9%
[ T 50.5%
I 03.8%
[ T 04.0%
[ T 57.2%
[, 05.0%6
[ T 66.7%
[ T 01.1%
T 08.3%

20%

40%

60%

school

activities (for example, clubs and sports).

ADD/HD (n=67)
Autism (n=111)
DD (n=28)

ED (n=31)

ID (n=34)

SLD (n=87)
Multiple (n=35)
OHI (n=46)

Speech (n=81)

80% 100%

provides
are necessary for my child to participateextracurricular school

T 77.6%
T 55.9%
T S2.1%
[ 58.1%
[ 70.6%

T 50.5%
[ I 5. 7%
[T 63.0%
T 55.9%

0%

20%

L1 Slightly Agree

40%

60%

80%

100%

O Moderately Agree

community activities due to his/her disability.

ADD/HD (n=83) [TIM 15.7%
Autism (n=115) [Tl 20.0%
DD (n=37) [ 1M16.2%
ED (n=44) T 9.1%
ID (n=30) [ 13.3%
SLD (n=159) [Tl 10.1%
Multiple (n=30) [T 36.7%
OHI (n=52) [Tl 19.2%
Speech (n=105) Tl 8.6%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Q28: I am satisfied with the

took place when my child left Birth to Three (only answer if your
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Q29: | am satisfied with the wagcondantransition services were Q30: When appropriate, outside agencies have been invited to
implemented for my child (only answer if your child was age 15 o patrticipate insecondanransition planning (only answer if your
child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting).
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Q33: The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study at the h Q34: The PPT developed individualized goals for my child relate:

school for my childonly answer if your child wasge 15 or older at employment/postsecondary education, independent living and
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Q37: There are opportunities for parent training or information
sessions regarding speci al
district.

Q38: A support network for parents of students wditabilities is
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Q5: My child is accepted within the school community.
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Q9: Special education teachers make accommodations and
cations as indicated
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Q13: At

meetings

give inputand express my concerns.
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Q21: If necessary, a translator wgsovided at the PPT meetings.
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Q25: My child has the opportunity to participate in extracurricular Q26: My child has been denied access to-sohool sponsored

school activities such as sports or clubs veittiidren without

disabilities.
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Q29: | am satisfied with the wagcondarytransition services were Q30: When appropriate, outside agencies have been invited to
implemented for my child (only answer if your child was age 15 o participate insecondarytransition planning (only answef your

older at his/her last PPT meeting). child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting).
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Q33: The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study at the h Q34: The PPT developed individualized goals for my child relate

school for my childonly answer if your child was age 15 or older ¢ employment/postsecondary education, independent living and

his/her last PPT meeting). community participation, if appropriat@nly answer if your child
was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting).
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Q37: There are opportunities for parent training or information

sessions regarding special education provided bgrhyi | d 6 s

district.
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Q7: Al l speci al education ser vi Q8 Staffisappropriately r ai ned and abl e t

been provided. specific program and services.
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Appendix D: Year-to-Year Comparison of Survey Results

The following appendix provides data from the districts included in each of the survey distribution

AUAT AO 1T OAO OEA PAOO OAOGAT UAAOO8 4abliskttidntrgndp ET Al O
over the 7-year period, with the lowest and highest data points also listednformation on the

demographics of survey respondents by year is included in Tables D.2 through DL&stly, Table

D.9 lists the districts surveyed each year.

Table D.1: Trends Over Time

TOTAL AGREEEMENT

CT SPECIAL EDUCATION
DIFFERENCES ACROSS YEARS
PARENT SURVEY ITEM 05 06 TO 11-12 LOW HIGH Year 7

xEOE -U #EEI A80O 001 COAI

1pd ) Ai OAOEOAEEAA xEOE I o 86.8%
program. 83.5% o— o

83.5% 88.4% 86.8%

1¢dq )y EAOA OEA 1 bbDPiI 0601 EOL
a regular basis to discuss my questions and concerns.

92.2% ® —=o 93.1% 92.1% 93.6% 93.1%

lod -U AEEI A80O0 OAEITI1 AAU

. - . r— 0 .69 .89 .69 .69
accommodate his/her transportation needs. 37.4% 40.6% 31.8% 40.6% 40.6%

Q4: My child has been sent home from school due to 243% 6€¥—FV( o o o o o
behavioral difficulties (not considered suspension). ’ 21.3% 18.8% 24.3% 21.3%

Q5: My child is accepted within the school community. 92.1% ® ® 91.5% 915% | 92.3% | 91.5%
10d -U AEEIAB0 )%0 EO [ AA( 83.9% e— —© 850% | 83.9% | 86.6% | 85.0%

IEP have been provided.

Q8: Staff is appropriately trained and able to provide my
A E E $pécfiicprogram and services.

84.0% o— —e 87.1% 84.0% 88.2% 87.1%

Q9: Special education teachers make accommodations an 90.0% o— ® 91.7%
I TAEEEAAQGEI T O AO ET AEAAO}

90.0% 93.5% 91.7%

Q10: General education teachers make accommodations % o ————— —® 89.2% o 0 0
and modificatonsasE T AEAAOGAA 11 iU 85.2% 85.2% | 90.4% 89.2%

Q11: General education and special education teachers

xI OE O1 CAOEAO OI AOOOOA 86.3% o—————® 88.6% 86.3% | 89.9% 88.6%
implemented.

1pgg )T T U AEEI A8O OAEITI h
encourage parent involvement in order to improve 86.9% e ® 88.0% 86.9% 88.5% 88.0%
services and results for children with disabilities.

Table is continued on the next page.
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Table D.1: Trends Over Time (continued)
TOTAL AGREEEMENT
LOW ‘ HIGH ‘ Year 7

CT SPECIAL EDUCATION
PARENT SURVEY ITEM

DIFFERENCES ACROSS YEARS

05-06 TO 11-12

ET $AOAITPEIC AT A )iblAi AT OET C
1pod !0 1 AAOET O OT feAAOAT Tt 9950 e— ® 91.9% 905% | 93.4% 91.9%
encouraged to give input and express my concerns. ' ’ ’
: is di i 0 @— ° 0
Q14.il uSdeEtgng )Ilvrj;\tésglsc)usoie(;j gt meetings to develog 95.1% 95.3% 95.1% 96.6% 95.3%
Q15: My concerns and recommendations are documented 89.4% ——————® 91.2% o 0 0
El OEA AAOAI | PIERT O | & | U A 89.4% | 93.1% | 91.2%
1p (ﬂr%jers_tal:d AEEI ABO AOAI OAOQEIT I 92.3% o— —® 92.9% 91.2% 93.4% 92.9%
Q17: PPT meetings for my child have been scheduled at 90.6% &—— @ 92.6% o o o
times and places that met my needs. 90.4% 94.3% 92.6%
1pyd ! O 1 U AdeHbdl diskic proposedh OE
POl COAT O AT A OAOOGEAAO OI 85.9% &———  ————© 86.9% 85.9% 89.7% 86.9%
needs.
lpwd 7EAT xA EIiDIAITATO 1TU J
o1 AA Al ARNOAI DAOOT AO x 86.3% o— —* 89.0% 86.3% | 90.9% | 89.0%
other service providers.
l¢nd ) EAOA OAAAREOAA A Al Bl  go40 e © 923% | go0m | 93.2% | 92.3%
school days after the PPT. ' ’ ’
Q21:££eet(i:r$gsssary, a translator was provided at the PPT 90.4% &—_ —______—— 93.1% 82.7% | 93.1% 93.1%
Q22: The translation services provided at the PPT meetings 94.1% &—F—_  __— 92.7% 87.0% 94.1% 92 7%
were useful and accurate. b 7 7
Q23: The school district proposed the regular classroom for 88.29% o ® 90.2% 88.2% | 91.4% 90.2%
my child as the first placement option. ' ’ ’
Q24: My child has the opportunity to participate inschool 04.6% ® 96.8%
sponsored activities such as field trips, assemblies anc 70 ' 94.6% 96.8% 96.8%
social events (dances, sports events).
Q25: My child has the opportunity to participate in _ .
extracurricular school activities such as sports or 88.8% o— ® 91.8% 88.8% | 92.0% 91.8%
clubs with children without disabilities.
Q26: My child has been denied access to naschool
sponsored community activities due to his/her 155% &——0 ___ ——0 14.8% 10.5% 15.5% 14.8%
disability.
1¢xd -U AEEI AGO OAETT 1 DOI (
staff, that are necessary for myhild to participate in o o o
extracurricular school activities (for example, clubs 63.8% e———© 718% 63.8% | 72.5% 71.8%
and sports).
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Table D.1: Trends Over Time (continued)

TOTAL AGREEEMENT

CTSPECIAE EDUCATION DIFFERENCES ACROSS YEARS

PARENT SURVEY ITEM ‘ LOW ‘ HIGH ‘ Year 7

05-06 TO 11-12
Transition Planning for Preschoolers
(Only answer Q28 if your child has transitioned from early intervention (Birth to Three) to Preschool in the past 3 years.)

Q29: | am satisfied withthe way secondary transition o o o o
services were implemented for my child. 79.1% o ————— * 855% 73.0% | 85.5% 85.5%

Transition Planning for Secondary Students
(Only answer Q29Q34 if your child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting.)

Q30: When appropriate, outsideagencies have been invited £9.0% o9 78.3% 67.9% 78.3% 78.3%

to participate in secondary transition planning.

to adulthood. 60.9% ./__/_. : : :

Q32: The school dis?ri_ct act_ively encourages my child to 85.6% o —e 92.8% 85.6% 94.0% 92.8%
attend and patrticipate in PPT meetings. : : :

Q33: The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study at — e 90.1% 0 o o
the high school for my child. 71.8% o 718% | 90.1% | 90.1%

Q34: The PPT developed individualized goals for my child
related to employment/ postsecondaryeducation; 1.7% o o o
independent living and community participation, if 71.5% — — 8™ 69.1% 81.7% 8L.7%
appropriate.

Parent Training and Support \

Q35: In the past year, | have attended parent training or

information sessions (provided by my district, other 306% & —= 421% o 0 0
districts or agencies) that addressed the needs of 32.1% 42.2% 42.1%

parents and of children with disabilities.

Q36: | am involved in a support network for parents of
students with disabilities available through my school 31.4% e — 33.1% 24.7% 33.2% 33.1%
district or other sources.

Q37: There are opportunities for parent training or
. ) h ! - . 548% &_ = ———————522%
information sessions regarding special education 45.0% 54.8% 52.2%

POl OEAAA AU U AEEI A8O O

Q38: A support network for parents of students with 59.4% e ° 56.0%
disabilities is available to methrough my school

district or other sources.

46.9% 59.4% 56.0%

Q39: My child is learning skills that will enable him/her to

; b 85.500 &—— @ 86.9% 85.2% 88.3% 86.9%
be as independent as possible.

Q40: l\_/ly child is learning skil_ls that wi_II lead to a higlschool 86.9% 6o 86.8% 86.0% 89.2% 86.8%
diploma, further education, or a job.

Note: Total agreement is the sum of parents that selected strongly, moderately or slightly in the agree category.
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Survey Demographics Across Year

Table D.2: Race/Ethnicity

Child's 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 @ 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012
Race/Ethnicity (n=1,299) | (n=1,948) | (n=2,220) (n=1,874) (n=1,812) (n=1,862) (n=1,035)
White not Hispanic 72.9% 80.5% 81.8% 80.2% 76.6% 74.3% 65.8%
Hispanic 12.9% 10.5% 9.1% 10.0% 11.0% 10.4% 18.2%
Black not Hispanic 10.0% 5.4% 6.1% 6.7% 7.8% 11.0% 12.5%
Asian or Pacific Islander 2.4% 2.4% 2.3% 2.2% 3.4% 3.5% 2.2%
Am. Indian or Alaskan Native 1.8% 1.2% 0.6% 0.8% 1.2% 0.8% 1.4%
Table D.3: Age
Child's 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 @ 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012
Age (n=1,343) | (n=1,992) | (n=2,275) | (n=1,874) (n=1,812) (n=1,869) (n=1,086)
3to5 14.7% 11.5% 11.7% 13.6% 9.3% 9.4% 9.2%
6to12 47.7% 42.2% 44.8% 44.6% 40.0% 41.6% 50.6%
13to 14 14.9% 15.3% 16.9% 15.0% 17.2% 15.6% 13.9%
15to 17 17.5% 23.1% 20.2% 18.9% 24.8% 24.8% 18.6%
18to 21 5.3% 7.9% 6.3% 7.9% 8.8% 8.7% 7.7%

Table D.4: Grade Level

Child's 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012

Grade Level | (n=1,228) | (n=1,985) | (n=2,263) | (n=1,874) (n=1,811) (n=1,869) (n=1,065)

Preschool 12.3% 9.2% 10.1% 11.2% 7.6% 7.7% 7.3%
Elementary 39.5% 35.8% 36.9% 36.7% 32.7% 32.7% 40.4%
Middle 25.7% 23.7% 25.1% 25.2% 24.8% 25.3% 26.3%
High 20.0% 28.5% 25.1% 24.1% 31.4% 31.0% 22.4%
Transition 2.5% 2.9% 2.8% 2.8% 3.5% 3.3% 3.6%

Table D.5: Gender

Child's 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012

Gender (n=1,339) | (n=2,003) | (n=2,287) | (n=1,874) (n=1,869) (n=1,087)
Male 69.2% 71.0% 69.4% 69.7% 70.9% 68.5% 67.5%
Female 30.8% 29.0% 30.6% 30.3% 29.1% 31.5% 32.5%

105 AppendixD



Table D.6: Type of Placement

Child's 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 @ 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012
Type of Placement (n=1,335) | (n=2,003) | (n=2,285) (n=1,874) (n=1,793) (n=1,840) (n=1,080)

Public School 89.7% 90.0% 89.8% 90.3% 87.6% 88.2% 90.5%
Out-of-District Special Ed. Schoo! 5.2% 5.9% 6.3% 5.4% 5.5% 6.0% 5.7%
Residential School 1.0% 1.7% 0.8% 1.2% 1.2% 1.8% 0.5%
Private/Parochial 1.4% 0.6% 1.4% 1.1% 1.0% 1.4% 1.0%
Out-of-State 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.1%
Hospital/Homebound 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% - 0.2% 0.2%
Other 1.9% 1.3% 1.3% 1.6% 4.4% 2.0% 2.0%

Table D.7: Language of Surveys Received

2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 @ 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012

Language | “_1387) | (n=2,020) @ (n=2,306) | (n=1,874) (n=1,813) (n=1870) (n=1,096)
English 94.3% 97.0% 98.1% 98.7% 96.9% 97.1% 94.2%
Spanish 5.7% 3.0% 1.9% 1.3% 3.1% 2.9% 5.8%

Table D.8: Disability

Child's 2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 | 2011-2012
Disability (n=1,335) (n=1,984) (n=2,271) (n=1,839) (n=1,813) (n=1,836) | (n=1,095)
Specific Learning Disability 27.5% 28.2% 28.2% 29.1% 29.1% 28.5% 26.8%
Speech or Language Impaired 20.4% 18.9% 20.2% 18.5% 17.1% 17.2% 16.3%
OHI- ADD/ADHD 19.7% 21.2% 22.0% 18.0% 19.9% 20.4% 21.7%
Autism 11.5% 11.7% 12.6% 14.2% 15.0% 15.6% 20.8%
Developmental Delay (ages-5 only) 7.3% 5.4% 4.1% 4.3% 2.9% 4.3% 4.6%
Other Health Impairment (OHI) 5.7% 2.3% 4.1% 5.5% 4.5% 5.6% 4.8%
Emotional Disturbance 5.6% 5.2% 4.9% 5.2% 4.7% 5.1% 4.4%
Multiple Disabilities 5.1% 5.3% 5.8% 5.1% 5.4% 6.1% 6.7%
Intellectual Disability 4.5% 6.3% 5.4% 4.9% 4.4% 5.3% 5.6%
Hearing Impairment 2.3% 3.0% 1.7% 1.7% 1.2% 0.9% 2.1%
Visual Impairment 1.8% 1.4% 1.1% 1.3% 1.3% 1.5% 1.6%
DeafBlindness 1.0% 0.4% 0.3% 0.5% 0.4% 0.4% 0.8%
Traumatic Brain Injury 0.9% 0.8% 0.5% 0.7% 0.8% 0.4% 0.6%
Orthopedic Impairment 0.7% 1.0% 0.7% 0.6% 0.8% 0.7% 0.6%
Don't Know 2.5% 2.2% 3.7% 3.5% 4.8% 3.6% 2.1%
To BeDetermined 1.0% 1.2% 2.2% 1.6% 1.3% 1.7% 1.4%
Other 11.8% 11.4% - - - - -
.1 OAg O/ OEAO0SG xAO 111U Al A QGABIakdR1062007 AutveyiqieQidnnaraéB. OET T 11 OEA c¢nmu
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DRGs
(A-D)

Andover, Easton,

Districts Sampled Across Years

Table D.9: Parent Survey Sampling Matrix

East Lyme, Canton, Orange,

Madison, Wilton,

prnmt | 1T [ 1 L0 1 1 S I R TI(.oT[

YEAR 1 & YEAR 7 (2002006 & 2011-2012)

DRGs
(E-D)
DRGs
(A-D)

Westbrook Preston, Shelton Windsor
Ashford, Chester, Derby, North Stonington, Killinalv. New London New Britain,
Sharon Lebanon gy, Waterbury

Cornwall,
Sherman

YEAR 2 (20062007)

Brookfield, Colchester, Oxford,

Region 05, Region 08, Region
19, Stonington, Suffield

Branford, Cheshire,
New Milford, Simsbury

West Hartford

DRGs
(=)
DRGs
(A-D)

Bozrah, North
Canaan, Sterling,
Voluntown

Bolton, Salem,
Woodbridge

East Windsor, Region 16,
Stafford, Thompson, Winchester

YEAR 3 (20072008

Avon, Bethel, Cromwell, New
Fairfield, North Haven, Region
12, Region 14, Region 17

Naugatuck, Norwich,
Windham

Glastonbury, Newington,
Southington,
Wethersfield

Bridgeport,
Manchester

Fairfield

DRGs
(=)

Canterbury, Chaplin,
Lisbon, Region 01,

Ansonia, East Haddam,
Griswold, Plainville, Region 06

Torrington, Middletown,
Wolcott

East Hartford,
Meriden

Willington
YEAR 4 (20082009
DRGs Bethany, Columbia, Elllnt(;:)ton, Fgmmg;on,fuﬂford, Monroe, Regionl5,
(A-D) New Hartford Hebron, Old Saybrook, Region | oo afield, Trumbull -
10, Region 13, Region 18 !
DRGs Franklin, }_<ent, Coventry, Plainfield, Plymouth, Groton, USD 1, Bristol,
Norfolk, Salisbury,
(E-) Seymour, Woodstock West Haven New Haven
Scotland
YEAR 5 (20092010)
Barkhamsted, Essex, Granby, Ledyard, Mansfield, Berlin, Milford,

DRGs
(A-D)

Pomfret, Region 09

Redding, Region 07, Somers,
Weston

Wallingford, Westport

DRGs
(B

DRGs
(A-D)

Colebrook, Deep
River, Sprague, Union

East Granby,
Marlborough, Region
04

Bloomfield, Montville, Portland,
Putnam, Thomaston
YEAR 6 (20162011)
Clinton, East Hampton, New
Canaan, Rocky Hill, Tolland,
Waterford, Watertown

East Haven, Stratford

Darien, Newtown,
Windsor

CTHSS, Danbury,
Norwalk

Greenwich

DRGs
(E-)

Canaan, Eastford,
Hampton, Hartland,
Region 11

Brooklyn, Litchfield, North
Branford, USD 2, Windsor Locks

Enfield, Hamden, Vernon

Hartford, Stamford

Note: District size reflects the number of students (n) reported to the CSDE as receiving special education services in 20086 (the
most recent data availableat the time the sampling plan was developed).
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Appendix E: 2011-2012 CT Special Education Parent Survey

ol AAOA OEAOA UiT OO OEI OCEOO AT A A@PAOEAT AAGoudd€AOAET
more than one child who receives special education services, please locate the name of the child on the

front of your survey envelope and complete the survey according to your experiences with this child. All of your

responses will beconfidential .

@ Please return your completed survey in th@repaid envelopeto: Glen Martin Associates, 270 River Street,
Suite 402, Troy, NY 1218®906.

@ This survey is also available online . If you would like to complete the survey online instead of sending it by
malil, please go tduttp://ow.ly/adwoo and log in using the sixdigit number located in the upper right hand
corner of this page.

The survey due @te isJune 22, 2012. Thank you for completing this important survey!
pror o

Directions: Please mark the circles below that describe your child

Age Gender [CRh?)Coes/eEtgrr]]i((a:ignly] Grade Level

325 1 Male 1 American Indian orAlaskan Native 1 Pre-school 1
6712 ! Female ! Asian or Pacific Islander 1 I(:T:wiﬁzg?%ndergarten)
13z14 1 Black, not Hispanic 1 Middle 1
15z 17 1 Hispanic 1 High 1
18z21 1 White, not Hispanic 1 Transition/18 -21 yrs. 1

Primary Disability
f#ETTOA /T A /7171Un $EOCAAEI EOU EO T EOOAA 11 O0ACA
Autism 1 Specific Learning Disabilities 1
DeatfBlindness 1 Speech or Languagbmpaired 1
Developmental Delay (ages-5 only) 1 Traumatic Brain Injury 1
Emotional Disturbance 1 Visual Impairment 1
Hearing Impairment 1 Other Health Impairment (OHI) 1
Intellectual Disability 1 OHIz ADD/ADHD 1
Multiple Disabilities 1 To BeDetermined 1
Orthopedic Impairment ! $1T1T60 +11 x 1
Type of Placement[Choose One Orly

Public School 1 Out-of-State 1
Out-of-District Special Education School 1 Hospital/Homebound 1
Residential School 1 Other 1
Private/Parochial 1
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SAOEOZLZAAQOETT xEOE -U #EEI A80O 001 COAI
1. ) Al OAOEOAEAA xdpéril edutatiod E| . . . . . .
program.
2. ) EAOGA OEA 1 PDPI OOOI EOU Oi| , L N L L L .
regular basis to discuss my questions and concerns.
3. -U AEEI ABO OAEIT1 AAU EAOl |, . ) . . . .
accommodate his/her transportation needs.
4. My child has been sent home from school due to 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
behavioral difficulties (not considered suspension).
5. My child is accepted within the school community. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
6. -U AEEI ABO )1 AEOEAOAI EUAA|l | . ) . . . . .
meeting his or her educational needs.
7.1'11 OPAAEAIT AAOAAOQEITT OAOl L ) L L L L L
have been provided.
8. Staff is appropriately trained and able tgprovide my 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
AEEI A0 OPAAEALZEA DOl COAI
9. Special education teachers make accommodations and | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
i TAEAEAAQETI 1O AO ET AEAAOA
10. General education teachers make accommodations and| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
modificationsasET AEAAOAA 11 1 U AEH
11. General education and special education teachers work
Ol CAOGEAO O1 AOOOOA OEAO i L L 1 L L L L L
implemented.
OAOCEAEDPAOGEIT E1T $AOGAITTPEI C AT A )ibl Al AT OET ¢
12.) T 1 U sBhedE hdinditrators and teachers
encourage parent involvement in order to improve 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
services and results for children with disabilities.
13.1 0 I AAGET ¢cO O1 AAGAITH iU
Education Program (IEP), | feel encouraged to giweput 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
and express my concerns.
14. 1 understand what is discussed at meetings to develop 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
iU AEEI A86O ) %038
15. My concerns and recommendations are documented in | 1 1 1 1 1 1
OEA AAOGAT T PIi AT O T&E£ I U AEE
16. - U AEEI A8 @epokt AviittenAnQetnhsil L L . L L L L
understand.
17. Planning and Placement Team (PPT) meetings for my
child have been scheduled at times and places that met| * 1 1 1 1 1 1
my needs.
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OAOOEAEDPAOEIT ET $AOGAITPEIC AT A )ibl Al AT OET ¢ -
18.! 0 iU AEEI ABO 004h OEA OA| , . . . . . .
AT A OAOOEAAO CQudividudl Acedsi U A
19.7EAT xA Ei DI AT AT O 1 U AEEI
AR AT ANOAI DPAOOT AO xEOE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
service providers.
20.) EAOA OAAAREOGAA A AipU T 4 L . L L L L
days after the PPT.
21. If necessary, a translator was provided at the PPT 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
meetings.
22. The translation services provided at the PPT meetings 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
were useful andaccurate.
23. The school district proposed the regular classroom for 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
my child as the first placement option.
-U #EEI AGO OAOOEAEDPAOGEI I
24. My child has the opportunity to participate in school
sponsored activities such as fieldrips, assemblies and 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
social events (dances, sports events).
25. My child has the opportunity to participate in
extracurricular school activities such as sports or clubs 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
with children without disabilities.
26. My child has beerdenied access to nofschool
sponsored community activities due to his/her 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
disability.
27.- U AEEI AGO OAEITI1 DOl OEAA
that are necessary for my child to participate in 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
extracurricular school activities (for example, clubs and
sports).
Transition Planning for Preschoolers
(Only answer Q28 if your child has transitioned from early intervention (Birth to Three) to Preschool in the past 3 years.)
28.) Ai OAOEOZEAA xEOE OEA O
activities that took place when my child left Birth to 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Three.
Transition Planning for Secondary Students
(Only answer Q29Q31 if your child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting.)
29. | am satisfied with the waysecondarytransition services 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
were implemented for my child.
30. When appropriate, outside agencies have been invited t¢ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
participate in secondarytransition planning.
3.4EA 004 ET OOI AGAAA piI ATTEl | L . L L L L
adulthood.
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Transition Planning for Secondary Students (continued)
(Only answer Q32Q34 if your child was age 15 or older at his/her last PPT meeting.)
32. The school district actively encourages my child to 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
attend and participate in PPT meetings.
33. The PPT discussed an appropriate course of study atthy 1 1 1 1 1 1
high school for my child.
34. The PPT developed individualized goals for my child
related to employment/postsecondary education, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
independent living and community participation, if
appropriate.
Parent Training and Support
35. In the past year, | have attended parent training or
information sessions (provided by my district, other 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
districts or agencies) that addressed the needs of
parents and of children with disabilities.
36. | am involved in a support network forparents of
students with disabilities available through my school 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
district or other sources.
37. There are opportunities for parent training or
information sessions regarding special education | ! 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
DOl OEAAA AU iU AEEI A0 OA
38. A support network for parents of students with
disabilities is available to me through my school district 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
or other sources.
-U #EEI A86O 3EEIITO
39. My child is learning skills that will enable him/her to be 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
as independent as possible.
40. My child is learning skills that will lead to a high school 1 1 1 1 1 . .
diploma, further education, or a job.
Comments0 1 AAOGA OOA OEEO OPAAA O AITITTATO 11 Ui 60 AGPAOEAT AAO

may refer to your experiences overall and araot limited to the past 12 months.

Thank you for your valuable response!
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